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PREFACE. 



The following Treatise was written in the early 
part of last year by the Bev. James Meyrick, late 
Vicar of Westbury in the county of Wilts. It was 
primarily intended to form one of the series of pub- 
lications issued by the ** Association for making 
known upon the Continent the Principles of the 
Anglican Church," and it has accordingly been trans- 
lated into French by the Rev. F. Godfray, and pub- 
lished by the above-named Association in that lan- 
guage. But it has appeared to the Editor that it 
would be found useful in England as well as abroad, 
and the more, at this moment, because it incidentally 
corrects many of the statements made in Mr. B. I. 
Wilberforce's " Inquiry into the Principles of Church 
Authority," while at the same time it is written in a 
tone and spirit altogether different firom that of con- 
troversy. 

The writer's purpose was not to produce an ori- 
ginal composition, but to express the doctrine of the 
Church of England, and the arguments on which 
that doctrine is founded, as clearly and concisely 
as possible, for the sake of being readily under- 
stood by Continental readers. He has therefore 
made use of the labours of other English Churchmen 
who have preceded him in the discussion of the same 
subject, and has been especially indebted to Mr. T. W. 
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Allies' " Church of England cleared from the charge 
of Schism," — a work ,which, notwithstanding some 
exaggerations, is of considerable merit, and has 
fallen lower in general estimation than it deserves, 
owing to the after conduct of the Author. The words 
of Mr. Allies have been in many places adopted, and 
his references, after verification, employed. 

The Editor has exchanged the French title of 
L'Eglise Anglicane n'est point Schismatiqtie, for the 
name of Papal Suprenuicy tested by Antiquity, and he 
has here and there altered a few expressions, as he 
had been authorized by the writer to do. The main 
use of the English edition of the Treatise will be, he 
believes, to supply a short and trustworthy sketch 
of the Government of the Early Church to readers 
perplexed by the various accounts given by unscru- 
pulous controversialists. There is another purpose 
which in a more limited sphere it will also serve. 
It will shew to those who knew the writer, that the 
same loyalty and aflfection to the Church of England 
which was displayed during health in winning souls 
to Christ by earnest and active parochial ministrations, 
remained undiminished in illness: and it will not 
be uninteresting to them to see, that the last eflforts 
of the writer's mind were directed towards the defence 
of the position of that branch of Christ's Holy 
Catholic and Apostolic Church, in which he shortly 
afterwards fell asleep in the peace and hope which 
the Christian's death-bed alone knows. 

F. M. 
Trinity College, Oafford, 
Lent, 1866. 
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[the following brief tract pretends only to be an 
abstract of some portions of the greater works 
of anglican divines.] 



Of all the charges made against the Anglican 
Church, none is more prominent than that of 
Schism, Her isolated position lends apparent 
weight to the charge; and the majority of Roman 
Catholics are in the habit of assuming it as an 
axiom, that any Church not in obedience to Rome 
is necessarily and i/pso facto in schism. 

It is evident, that in the present case the question 
of Schism depends upon a further question, viz. 
the Supremacy of the Pope, If the Pope be by 
divine commission the supreme governor and head 
of the Church, then the Anglican Church is in a 
state of schism. But if it can be shewn, that this 
claim on behalf of the Pope rests on no divine 
right, nor on any just canonical authority, then, 
/B 
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on these grounds^ at least, we are not in schism, 
and the whole charge against the Anglican Church 
falls to the ground. 

If the Papal Supremacy rests on divine right, 
then we say, that it must have been constantly acted 
upon in the universal ancient Church in the East 
and in the West, and that we cannot fail to find 
clear evidence of the same in her undoubted 
records. If it rests on canonical right, let the 
Canons be produced. 

We maintain, and it is the purpose of this 
tract to shew, that the whole history of the 
Church for the first 500 years runs counter to the 
Papal claims, and that we can produce Canons of 
the ancient undivided Church which are in direct 
contradiction to them, and which clearly point out 
another system of government in the universal 
Church which cannot be reconciled with the pre- 
sent Papal monarchy. 

Let it be clearly understood then in the outset, 
what it is that we purpose in the present tract to 
maintain. 

(1) We do not purpose here to argue against 
the Primacy of order of St. Peter among the 
Apostles, nor against the Primacy of order of the 
Bishop of Rome among Bishops ; but 

(2) We do most earnestly and totally deny any 
supremacy of St. Peter over the other Apostles; 
we do deny that the Pope is in such sense the 
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Vicar of Christ, and the supreme governor and 
head of the Church, as that the other Bishops 
derive their jurisdiction from him; that all 
authority resides in him, and from him is derived 
to the rest. 

Bellarmine* says, " The ordinary jurisdiction 
of Bishops descends immediately from the Pope." 
" The government of the Church is monarchical, 
therefore all authority resides in one, and from 
him is derived unto the rest." 

" There is a great difference between the suc- 
cession to Peter and that to the rest of the Apo- 
stles ; for the Roman Pontiff properly succeeds 
Peter, not as Apostle, but as ordinary Pastor of 
the whole Church; and therefore the Roman 
Pontiff has jurisdiction from Him from whom 
Peter had it ; but Bishops do not properly suc- 
ceed the Apostles, as the Apostles were not ordi- 
nary but extraordinary, and as it were delegated 
Pastors, to whom there is no succession." 

" Bishops are first under the Roman Pontiff, 
after them Priests, then Deacons." 

" If the Supreme Pontiff be compared with the 
rest of the Bishops, he is deservedly said to pos- 
sess the plenitude of power, because the rest 
have fixed regions over which they preside, and 
also a fixed power; but he is over the whole 
Christian world, and possesses in its completeness 
• De Pont. Rom. lib. iv. cap. 24, 2ft. et lib. i. cap. 9. 
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and plenitude that power which Christ left on 
earth for the good of the Church." 

The Canonists say**, "that the Church is a 
pure monarchy, insomuch that in an CBcume- 
nical Council, if the majority of the fathers agree 
with the Pope, it is well, and settles the matter 
by universal agreement ; but if they differ, their 
authority avails nothing, because separate from 
their head, they cannot represent the Church." 

" That ample power of rule and jurisdiction 
which belonged to the Apostles expired with the 
Apostles, and was not transferred to their suc- 
cessors in the Episcopate; only the power of 
Peter, whom the rest were under, was ordinary, 
and could be carried on to his successors. Thus 
when the Apostles were dead, only the Successors 
of Peter, the Roman Pontiffs, were able to con- 
stitute Bishops by the same right by which Peter 
himself had constituted them, and in truth this 
was the most ancient discipline of the Church." 

It is needless to multiply statements of that 
which has been the received doctrine of the 
Roman Church for at least the last 300 years, 
and is the keystone of her spiritual fabric; but 
we are bold to say, that such statements are 
wholly irreconcileable with and contradictory to 
the records of the ancient Church. We make 
our appeal to the first four General Councils, and 

b Devoti Institut. Can. Proleg. cap. 2. et Tit. v. sect, i §. 5. 
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to the unquestioned records of the four first cen- 
turies of the Church, We know not how any 
amount of successful usurpation can make that 
of divine authority which was not of divine 
authority from the first, for " there is nothing 
new in the Church, and never vnll she believe 
save what she has always believed *'." 

Let us go back to the first period at which 
the universal Church, emerging from the fires of 
persecution, is found acting as one body. One it 
had ever been, indeed, from the day of Pentecost, 
in charity, in doctrine, in sacraments, in com* 
munion ; but not until the year 325, at the Council 
of Nicaea, did the whole Church meet in repre- 
sentation. It is a strongly marked and important 
point in her existence, throwing light upon the 
centuries preceding, and establishing irremovable 
landmarks for those ensuing; and as the decrees 
of the 318 Fathers established for ever the ancient 
and true doctrine concerning the Eternal Son, so 
do they offer an imperishable and unambiguous 
witness concerning the discipline and hierarchy of 
the Church*. 

Its canons were received as sacrosanct by the 
Ancient Church, as Pope S. Leo* says; ** Nor let 

« De Maistre, Da Pape, i. 1. ad Jin, 

* Allies, Church of England cleared from the charge of 
Schism, i. §. 2. p. 12. 

• S. Leo, £p. 106. ed. Ballermi. £p. 80. ed. Quesnel. 
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any number of Priests, however muth. greater, dare 
either to compare or to prefer themselves to those 
318 Bishops, inasmuch as God has consecrated the 
Nicene Council with so great a privilege, that 
whether ecclesiastical judgments be passed by 
fewer or by more, whatever differs from their ap- 
pointment is utterly devoid of authority." Again 
he says, " that the ecclesiastical Canons of Nicaea 
are to last even to the end of the world." 

What are these Canons then, and what view 
do they present to us of the government of the 
Church in the fourth century ? There is but one 
Canon directly relating to the general government 
of the Church, or referring by name to the 
Bishop of Rome^ It is the sixth Canon, and runs 
as follows : 

** Let the ancient customs be maintained which 
are in Egjrpt and Libya and Pentapolis, so that 
the Bishop of Alexandria has authority over all 
those places. For this is also customary to the 
Bishop of Rome. In like manner in Antioch^ 
and in the other provinces, the privileges are to 
be preserved to the Churches; and as a general 
rule this is manifest, that if any one be made a 
Bishop without the consent of the Metropolitan, 
the great Council declares that he should not be 
a Bishop. If however two or three out of private 

' The fifth Canon is likemse incidentally important. See 
Appendix A. 
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contention resist the general vote of all, being 
reasonable and according to the ecclesiastical 
Canon, let the vote of the greater number prevail." 

In this Canon, as in a mirror, the whole system 
of the Ancient Church may be discerned. We 
see three distinct ranks in th^ hierarchy. 

First, the great Patriarchs, the Bishop of Rome, 
the Bishop of Alexandria, and the Bishop of An- 
tioch. Secondly, the Metropolitans; and, thirdly, 
Bishops, whose authority was confined to their own 
diocese. It is the right of Metropolitans, says the 
Canon *^, to consecrate the Bishops of their own 
province, and we confirm this right. But there 
is an infringement of this general rule ; the great 
Bishop of Alexandria exercises authority and 
supersedes the rights of the Metropolitans 
throughout the three provinces of Egypt, Libya, 
and Pentapolis. Is this right? Yes; it is the 
ancient custom; and there is a similar right 
exercised by the Bishop of Rome over his pro- 
vinces, i. e. as Ruffinus and others explain it, over 

« With this agree the Apostolic Canons, more ancient than 
those of Nicsea. " The Bishops of every nation must acknow- 
ledge him who is first among them (i. e. their metropolitan), and 
account him as their head, and do nothing of consequence without 
his consent ; but each may do those hings which concern his 
own parish, (i. e. diocese,) and the country places that belong to 
it. But neither let him (who is the first) do any thing without 
the consent of all, for so there will be unanimity, and God will 
be glorified through the Lord Jesus Christ." Canon 34. 
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the suburbican provinces, which are, Italy south 
of the province of Milan, Sicily, and the islands 
adjacent. This is also an ancient custom. ** Let 
the ancient customs prevail." 

Now we ask, Can the Supremacy of the Bishop 
of Rome be extracted from this Canon ? can it be 
reconciled with it ? There is perhaps a Primacy of 
order involved in the way in which Rome is men- 
tioned, but assuredly no more than a Primacy of 
order. But, we are told by some Roman writers, 
the Council was not here speaking of the authority 
of the Bishop of Rome as Universal Pastor, but 
only of his rights as Patriarch. If such be the 
case, we answer, then it would appear that the 
Great Council of Nice, the authoritative exponent 
of the unchanging doctrine and discipline of the 
Church for ever, yet passed over the great 
doctrine of the Papal Supremacy in total silence. 
It is as if an astronomer, treating of the solar 
system, were to omit all mention of the sun : or, 
as we say proverbially, as if the play of Hamlet 
were represented without the part of Hamlet. 

But we maintain, still further, that the Canon 
not only does not recognise, but is not reconcile- 
able with, the claim of Supremacy. The pri- 
vileges (vgfo-jSsia) of all the Churches are put 
upon the same foundation as those of the first. 
"Let the ancient customs prevail." While the 
form in which the Canon is expressed conveys a 
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more complete refutation and annihilation of the 
Papal claim, than if it had been more categorically 
expressed. E. g. suppose the Canon had said, 
totidem verbis, **The Bishop of Rome has no 
Supremacy over the Church." These words while 
condemning the claim, would yet invest it with 
an air of antiquity, and shew at least that it had 
been heard of in the Primitive Church. Whereas 
the present form of the Canon, while irreconcile- 
able with the claim, goes to prove, that the very 
idea had never presented itself to the minds of 
the Fathers of Nicasa. 

There are other claims of the Papal Supremacy, 
which cannnot be reconciled with the documents 
of this great Council. It is required by the Canon 
law^ "1. that General Councils be convoked by 
the authority of the Roman Pontiff; and, 2. that 
he preside at the Council either in person or by 
his legates.'* Now ecclesiastical history does not 
attest a fact more plainly than that the Emperor 
Constantine convened the Council of Nice by his 
letters, and that public conveyances were provided 
by his orders to enable the Bishops to attend it. 
Baronius conjectures, that Sylvester, Bishop of 
Rome, had authorized it, but quite gratuitously. 

As to the presidentship of the Council, histo- 
rians are generally agreed that it was Hosius, 
Bishop of Cordova, who prfesided over it; his 
^ Devoti, Froleg. cap. 8. §, 38. 



10 PAPAL SUPBEMAOT 

name appears first in the subscriptions, and after 
him the three Patriarchs each in their order, 
Sylvester of Rome represented by his two pres- 
byters, then Alexander of Alexandria, and Eusta- 
thius of Antioch. Again, it has been conjectured 
by some Roman writers, that Hosius was acting 
as legate of the Bishop of Rome; such a con- 
jecture is necessary on the assumption of the 
Papal Supremacy ; it is however wholly gratuitous, 
and unsupported by historical testimony*. 

We have then four great facts presented us in 
the Nicene Council. 

1. It was not convoked by the Bishop of 
Rome, but by the Emperor Constantine. 

2. It was not presided over by the Bishop of 
Rome, neither in person nor by his legates. 

S. It makes no mention in its Canons of the 
Supremacy of the Bishop of Rome. 

4. Its sixth Canon is irreconcileable with such 
a claim. 

Let us pass on now to the Second General 
Council ; the history of which presents us with a 
view of the independence and self-government of 
the Eastern Churches, and a full confirmation of 
all that we have learnt from the Council of Nicaea. 

It was convoked at Constantinople, A.D. 881, 
by the Emperor Theodosius. It consisted almost 
' Foulkes' Manual of Ecclesiastioal History, p. 126. 
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wholly of Eastern Bishops, as it was intended to 
regulate the affairs of the East. The Pope 
(Damasus) was not present, either in person or 
by legates ; yet the Council has been accepted as 
CEcumenical by the West as well as the East; 
and it is the Creed of this Council which not 
only the Greek Church, but the Church of Rome 
also, with one addition, still uses in the office of 
the Mass. 

Meletius, Bishop of Antioch, presided at this 
Council. He had long been rejected and re- 
fused communion by the Bishop of Rome; for 
there had arisen a schism in the Church of 
Antioch; two rival Bishops had been elected, 
Meletius and Paulinus, and the Bishop of Rome 
supported Paulinus and rejected Meletius; it is 
probable, though by no means certain, that some 
reconciliation had taken place ; however that be, 
Meletius presided at the Council, and swayed it 
greatly by his influence, and the weight of his 
character. Maximus, the heretical Bishop of 
Constantinople, was deposed, and Gregory of 
Nazianzum consecrated in his place. After the 
death of Meletius, St. Gregory succeeded to the 
presidency of the Council ; and on the resig- 
nation of St. Gregory, Nectarius was elected 
Bishop of Constantinople, and became also Pre- 
sident of the Council which was still sitting. 
All these events, which followed rapidly one upon 
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another in the course of one year, took place not 
only without the intervention, but even without 
the knowledge, of the Bishop of Rome. But this 
is not all ; a far stronger case remains to be told. 
On the death of Meletius, Paulinus now remained 
sole Bishop of Antioch; he was strongly sup- 
ported by the authority of Rome, and his accept- 
ance by the Eastern Bishops would at once have 
closed the schism. But the Fathers of Constan- 
tinople, after deliberation, refused to accept Pau- 
linus, and proceeded to elect and consecrate 
Flavianus as successor to Meletius in the See of 
Antioch. Pope Damasus refused to recognise 
Flavianus, and continued in communion with 
Paulinus, as also did Timothy of Alexandria. 
But the Eastern Bishops considered this a matter 
of theit jurisdiction, they adhered to Flavianus 
as the true Bishop of Antioch. After the death of 
Paulinus, and a long enmity of seventeen years. 
Pope Innocent consented to recognise Flavianus, 
as also did Theophilus of Alexandria, and peace 
was restored to the Church. 

Some Canons of discipline were passed by this 
Council, from which we select two, as bearing, 
upon the matter in hand. 

Canon 2. " The Bishops who are outside a 
Diocese, must not invade the Churches which are 
across the borders, nor bring confusion into the 
Churches ; but, according to the Canons, the 
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Bishop of Alexandria must have the sole admi- 
nistration of the affairs of Egypt, and the Bishops 
of the East must administer the East only, the 
privileges which were assigned to the Church of 
Antioch by the Canons made at Nicaea being 
preserved; and the Bishop of the Asian diocese 
must administer the affairs of the Asian only, 
and those of the Pontic diocese the affairs of the 
Pontic only, and those of Thrace the affairs of 
Thrace only. Moreover, Bishops may not, with- 
out being called, go beyond the bounds of their 
Diocese for the purpose of ordaining, or any 
other ecclesiastical function. The above-written 
rule respecting the Dioceses being observed, it 
is plain that the Synod of each Province must 
administer the affairs of the province, according to 
what was decreed at Nicaea, But the Churches 
of God which are among the Barbarians, must be 
all administered according to the customs of the 
Fathers which have prevailed*." 

Canon 3. " The Bishop of Constantinople shall 
have the primacy of honour after the Bishop of 
Rome, because Constantinople is new Rome." 

In the former of these Canons, the whole dis- 

* A Diocese, at this time, was a civil division of the Roman 
Empire, made up of several Provinces, The Dioceses mentioned 
in this Canon are those of Egypt, the East, Asia, Pontus, Thrace. 
There were, besides these, the Dioceses of Macedonia, Dacia, 
Italy, Illyricum, Africa, Spain, Gaul, Britain. Vide Routh's 
Opuscula, vol. i. p. 419. 
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cipline and government of the Eastern Church is 
set forth and confirmed. 

FleuryJ says, " This Canon, which gives to the 
Councils of particular places full authority in 
Ecclesiastical matters, seems to take away the 
power of appealing to the Pope granted by the 
Council of Sardica, and to restore the ancient 
right." 

May we not rather say, that it could hardly 
take away what had never existed ? for the 
Council of Sardica resulted in being only a 
Western Council, whose Canons were not then 
received in the East, nor even, as we shall see 
presently, by the African Bishops in St. Au- 
gustine's time''. 

De Marcai says, " This Canon assigns to the 
complete synod of each Diocese the supreme 
authority to rule and administer all Ecclesiastical 
matters of the provinces contained in that Diocese, 
under the direction however of the Primate or 
Exarch of the Diocese." 

Elsewhere" he says, that the three latter Dio- 
ceses, ** the Pontic, Asian, and Thracian, which 
obeyed their own Exarchs, were assigned to the 
jurisdiction of the Bishop of Constantinople, to 
constitute the Council of the Patriarchate of 
Constantinople, according to the 28th Canon of 

J Fleuiy, 18. §. 7. Oxf. trans. k Allies, ii. §. 2. p. 9i. 

» De Concord, lib. 6. c. 16. 3. «» lib. 6. 20. 1. 
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the Council of Chalcedon. And so when these 
Diocesan Synods were subject each to their own 
Patriarch, their authority must have been entirely 
supreme, nor could it be that they depended on 
any other jurisdiction whatever. ^^ 

The latter of these Canons gives precedence to 
the Bishop of Constantinople before those of 
Alexandria and Antioch, and again implies, as 
the Canon of Nicaea before, that the Primacy of 
the Bishop of Rome is a Primacy of honour. At 
the Council of Chalcedon, when appeal was made 
to this third Canon, Pope S. Leo declared, that it 
had never been notified to Rome. As however 
in the mean time it had taken effect throughout 
the Eastj this fact may serve to put in a strong 
point of view the independence and self-govern- 
ment of the Eastern Churches. 

Let us now briefly sum up the leading points 
of this Council to which we have alluded. 

1. A Council is convoked by the Emperor 
Theodosius, neither called nor acceded to by the 
Pope, and at which he is not present either in 
person or by legate. 

2. This Council is accepted as CEcumenical both 
in East and West, and of its own authority adds 
some important Articles in elucidation of the 
Nicene Creed; and its Creed becomes, and is 
n^w, the Creed of the whole Church. 

S. This Council deposes the Bishop of Con- 



16 PABJLL SUPREMACY 

stantinople, and elects his successor without any 
consultation with Rome, and proceeds to elect 
another Bishop of Antioch in direct contradiction 
to Rome, and in opposition to the Bishop whom 
she recognised. 

4. This Council passes Canons of discipline, 
giving the Bishop of Constantinople the second 
place in the Church, and asserting and confirming 
the independence of the Eastern Churches. And 
that we may place no strained or unfair inter- 
pretation on these Canons, we have taken that of 
Fleury and Archbishop de Marca. 

Now put side by side with these facts that 
other fact, that for some hundred years the conduct 
of the Roman Church rests upon the idea, that 
the Pope is the source of jurisdiction to all 
Bishops, their common Father, and the root of 
their authority, the sole Vicegerent of our Lord 
and Saviour, and that the Roman Church is the 
Mother and Mistress of all Churches. 

We know not what facts could prove the 
Eastern self-government, or what facts could dis- 
prove the present Roman Supremacy, so far as 
regards the authority of the fourth century, if 
these do not". 

From the second we pass on to the third General 
Council. t 

» Allies, p. 100. 
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It was convened at Ephesus, A.D. 431, by the 
Emperor Theodosius the younger, at the instance 
of St. Cyril, as Evagrius expressly says. The 
same St. Cyril, Bishop of Alexandria, presided, 
and Pope Celestine was represented by his legates 
Arcadius, Projectus, and Philip, whose subscrip- 
tions appear immediately after that of St. Cyril. 

We shall not enter on the Acts of the Council 
further than is necessary for the elucidation of 
our subject, but it is important to observe, what 
Bossuet has pointed out at length, that Pope 
Celestine had already condemned Nestorius, had 
granted him ten days for repentance, and then 
solemnly declared him excommunicate. Yet 
after this, the Council is assembled to settle the 
question, Nestorius is summoned by the name of 
" the most religious Bishop," the decrees of 
Celestine and the letters of Cyril are examined 
and approved, and then the sentence pronounced 
upon Nestorius. 

** The Holy Council to Nestorius, another 
Judas, know that thou hast been deposed by the 
Holy Council." 

Here, says Bossuet®, we observe three things. 
" First, after the judgment of St. Celestine, an- 
other is still required, viz. that of the Council. 
Secondly, that these two things rest with the 

• • Def. Cler. Gall. lib. 7. c. 9—13. (Euvres, tome 32. p. 437. 
Vers. 1817. 
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Fathers, to judge of doctrine and of persons. 
Thirdly, that the judgment of the Council is 
decisive and final." 

We learn also from the history of this Council 
what is meant by the Pope confirming the decrees 
of a Council. The Legates had not arrived at the 
commencement of the proceedings, and on their 
arrival they requested that all that had been done 
from the beginning should be read over to them, 
in order that they might be able to confirm the 
judgment of St. Cyril. " After these" (again we 
use the words of Bossuet) "had all been read 
afresh, and the Legates had agreed to them, Cyril 
proposes to the Holy Council, that the Legates 
by their signature, as was customary, should make 
plain and manifest . their Canonical agreement 
with the Council." To this question of Cyril 
the Council thus answers, and decrees that '* the 
Legates by their subscription confirm the Acts. 
By which place this confirmation spoken of by 
the Council is clearly shewn to be nothing else 
but their making their assent plain and manifest, 
as Cyril proposed. This true genuine sense of 
confirmation" (continues Bossuet) " we have often 
brought forward, and shall often again, and now 
congratulate ourselves that it is clearly set before 
us by the Holy Council of Ephesus." 

From the Acts of the Council we proceed |o 
the Canons of discipline. The eighth is as follows : 
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Canon 8. "The most beloved of God, our 
fellow-Bishop Rheginus, and Zeno and Evagrius, 
the most religipus Bishops of the province of 
Cyprus, have declared unto us an innovation 
which has been introduced contrary to the laws 
of the Church and the Canons of the holy Fathers, 
and which affects the liberty of all. Wherefore 
since evils which affect the community require 
more attention, inasmuch as they cause greater 
hurt, and especially since the Bishop of Antioch 
has not so much as followed an ancient custom in 
performing ordinations in Cyprus, as those most 
religious persons who have come to the holy 
Synod have informed us, by writing and by word 
of mouth ; we declare that they who preside over 
the holy Churches which are in Cyprus, shall 
preserve, without gainsaying or opposition, their 
right of performing by themselves the ordinations 
of the most religious Bishops, according to the 
Canons of the holy Fathers and the ancient 
custom. 

The same rule shall be observed in all the 
other Dioceses, and in the Provinces every where, 
so that none of the most religious Bishops 
shall invade any other Province, which has not 
heretofore from the beginning been under his, 
that is, his predecessors' hands. But if any one 
has so invaded a Province and brought it by 
force under himself, he shall restore it, that the 
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Canons of the Fathers be not transgressed, nor 
the pride of secular dominion be privily introduced 
under the appearance of a sacred office, nor we, 
without marking the steps, lose by little and little 
the freedom which our Lord Jesus Christ, the de- 
liverer of all men, has given us by His own Blood. 

The holy and CEcumenical Synod has therefore 
decreed, that the rights which have heretofore and 
from the beginning belonged to each Province, 
shall be preserved to it pure and without restraint, 
according to the custom which has prevailed of 
old, and each Metropolitan has permission to 
take a copy of the things now transacted for his 
own security. But if any one shall introduce any 
regulation contrary to what has been now defined, 
the whole holy and (Ecumenical Synod has decreed 
that it shall be of no effect." 

This Canon is confirmatory of all that we have 
adduced from the Councils of Nicasa and Con- 
stantinople, and bears direct testimony to the 
Patriarchal and Episcopal government of the 
Church, and against the idea of a Supremacy. 
It points out to us also certain provinces which 
were auT0X6<^aAai,i.e. independent Churches, w^hich 
regulated all their own ecclesiastical affairs under 
their own Primate or Metropolitan, without any 
reference to the greater Patriarchs. Such was 
Cyprus in the East, and in the West, Africa, 
and probably Britain. 
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This then was the supreme law of the Church 
in the fifth century, which the Roman Patriarch 
had no more right to transgress than his Eastern 
colleagues. We shall afterwards cite a striking 
instance in proof of this, from the history of the 
Church in Africa. 

From the third, we pass on to the fourth 
General Council. 

It was convened at Chalcedon by the Emperor 
Marcian, A.D. 451, and the number of Bishops 
assembled was 630. Pope St. Leo presided in 
the person of his Legates Paschasinus, Lucentius, 
and Boniface, who subscribed in the first place ; 
and it should be remarked here, — a matter which 
Roman writers have carefully obscured, — that 
this is the first General Council in which the 
Bishop of Rome presided. 

The acts of the Council are similar to those 
that took place at Ephesus. St. Leo had already 
condemned Eutyches in his justly celebrated 
letter to Flavian, and this letter was read before 
the Council, examined, approved, and confirmed. 
BossuetP proves from the Acts of the Council, that 
this letter was submitted to the judgment of the 
assembled Fathers, and that it was approved not 
as a writing beyond discussion, on account of the 
authority of the composer; but because it was 
P Def. Cler. GaU. 1. 7. o. 15. 17. tome 32. p. 459. 
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examined, and found to agree with the decisions 
of the three preceding CEcumenical Councils. 
The acts are so explicit, that it is impossible to 
deny this. For example, Anatolius, Bishop of 
Constantinople, first gives his sentence. 

" The letter of the most holy Archbishop Leo 
agrees with the creed of our 318 Fathers of 
Nicasa, and of the 150 who afterwards assembled 
at Constantinople, and confirmed the same faith, 
and with the proceedings at Ephesus under the 
most blessed Cyril. ... I therefore agree to it, and 
willingly subscribe to it." 

And in like manner the rest, as may be seen in 
the Acts. " It agrees, and I subscribe." " It 
agrees, and I therefore subscribe." 

These, as Bossuet says, are the words of men 
plainly deliberating, not blindly subscribing out 
of mere obedience ; and he further shews against 
Bellarmine, that this letter was not an instruction 
to assist the Bishops in forming a judgment, but 
a decision of one of the Apostolical Sees sent to 
every Church, when as yet no Council was sum- 
moned. 

Let any person of candour consider these Acts , 
of the Council of Chalcedon, and say which of 
these two views agrees with them; viz. that 
St. Leo was first Bishop of the Church, looked 
up to with great reverence as the successor of 
St. Peter, Patriarch of the West, and chief guar- 
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dian of the Faith; or that he was, besides, the 
only Vicar of Christ, the source and origin of the 
Episcopate, and the supreme indefectible autho- 
rity, and from whose decision there could be no 
appeal. Our decision on this question may be 
strengthened by consideration of the proceedings 
which took place in passing the celebrated 2Sth 
Canon. x 

When the formula of the faith was settled, and 
the private business dispatched, the Clergy of 
Constantinople requested the legates to join them 
in discussing a matter that concerned their own 
Church. The Legates refused, saying, they had 
received no instructions about it. The Fathers 
however proceeded with the business, and in the 
absence of the Legates, passed the following 
Canon. 

Canon 28. "We, following in all things the 
decisions of the holy Fathers, and acknowledging 
the Canon of the 150 most religious Bishops 
which has just been read, [i. e. the Third Canon of 
the Council of Constantinople,] do also determine 
and decree the same things respecting the preroga- 
tives of the most holy city of Constantinople, New 
Rome. For the Fathers properly have granted 
its prerogatives to the throne of the Elder Rome, 
because that was the imperial city. And the 
160 most religious Bishops, being moved with the 
same intention, gave equal prerogatives to the most 
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holy throne of New Rome, judging with reason 
that the city which was honoured with the sove- 
reignty and senate, and which enjoyed equal 
prerogatives with the Elder royal Rome, should 
also be magnified like her in ecclesiastical matters, 
being the second city after her. 

And we also decree, that the Metropolitans only 
of the Pontic, and Asian, and Thracian Dioceses, 
and moreover the Bishops in the aforesaid Dioceses 
who are among the Barbarians, shall be ordained 
by the above-mentioned most holy throne of the 
most holy Church of Constantinople ; each Metro- 
politan in the aforesaid Dioceses, together with the 
Bishops of the Province concerned, ordaining the 
Bishops of the Province, as has been declared by 
the divine Canons ; but the Metropolitans them- 
selves of the said Dioceses shall, as has been said, 
be ordained by the Archbishop of Constantinople, 
concordant elections being made according to 
custom, and reported to him." 

The next day the Legates in Council required 
the Canon to be annulled, as contrary to the 
Canons of Nicaea; the magistrates having heard 
the case decided in its favour, the Fathers con- 
firmed their former decision, and the Council was 
dismissed. 

It is needless to point out the opposition 
between this Canon and the present claims of 
Rome : beyond all question, it is such that it is 
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impossible to reconcile them. But yet two more 
points must be alluded to; (1) the Letter of the 
Council to St. Leo, and (2) St. Leo's own Letters 
which are extant on the subject. 

(1) The Council, anxious for St. Leo's approval 
of the Canon, that it might thus by the consent 
of all become the law of the universal Church, 
wrote to him, earnestly entreating his assent. 
The Letter throughout expresses the highest 
respect for the dignity and authority of the 
Archbishop of Rome. He is the " successor of 
St. Peter;" the "head of the Council;" the 
" guardian of the vine," "shining in the full light 
of Apostolic radiance;" they are "his children," 
and he their " father;" and " without his approval 
the Acts will not have force." Yet Leo withheld 
his approval on the one hand, and on the other 
the Canon prevailed throughout the East; and 
the, See of Constantinople has ever since been 
accepted there as the first See of the East. 

(2) If we examine the ground of St. Leo's 
objections, it will throw much light on the sub- 
ject. Doubtless any modern Roman Catholic 
would suppose that St. Leo rejected tlie Canon, 
as interfering with the just Supremacy of Rome. 
But it is not so. He bases his opposition to it 
throughout on its being a violation of the Nicene 
Canons ; there is not one word in his three Letters 
about any violation of the rights of St. Peter. 
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The Letters to which I allude are his 104th Letter 
to the Emperor Mauricius, the 105th Letter to 
the Empress Pulcheria, and the 106th to Anatolius 
of Constantinople. Let any one read them 
through, and they will no longer have any doubts 
on the point. 

In his Letter to Anatolius he says, " 1 grieve 
that you attempt to infringe the most sacred 
constitutions of the Nicene Canons: as if this 
were a favourable opportunity presented to you, 
when the See of Alexandria may lose the privilege 
of the second rank, and the Church of Antioch 
its possession of the third dignity. ... I oppose 
you, that with wiser purpose you may refrain 
from throwing into confusion the whole Church. 
Let not the rights of provincial Primacies be torn 
away, nor Metropolitan Bishops be deprived of 
their privileges in force from old time. Let no 
part of that dignity be lost to the See of Alex- 
andria, which it was thought worthy to obtain 
through the holy Evangelist Mark, the disciple of 
blessed Peter. Let also the Church of Antioch, 
in which first, at the preaching of the blessed Apo- 
stle Peter, the name of Christian arose, remain 
in the order of its hereditary dignity, and being 
placed in the third rank, never sink below itself." 

To the Empress Pulcheria, he repeats, " that 
in all ecclesiastical causes we obey those laws 
which the Holy Spirit, by means of the 318 Pre- 
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lates, appointed for the peaceable observance of 
all Priests." 

So then it was not the Primacy of the See of 
Rome^nor his own proper authority in the Church, 
which St. Leo conceived to be attacked by this 
Canouy but he refused to be a party to " treading 
underfoot the constitution of the Fathers,(Ep. 107.) 
to disturbing the state of the universal Church, 
protected of old by a most wholesome and upright 
administration:" — i. e. preferring the See of Con- 
stantinople to that of Alexandria, and (perhaps) 
giving authority to one Patriarch over more than 
one Diocese. 

How is it possible, with this before us, to avoid 
the conclusion, that the power of the First See, 
even as its most zealous occupant viewed it, was 
quite different from that power which was set up 
in the middle ages ? This is only one of the vast 
number of proofs which distinguish the ancient 
Primacy from the present Supremacy ; but it is 
the more valuable, because St. Leo certainly car- 
ried his notion of his own rights further than 
any former Pope, or than any Father of his time'. 

It would not be difficult to find further witness 
against the Papal Supremacy in the history of 
the fifth General Council, and the conduct of 
Pope Vigilius, or in the history of the sixth 
General Council, and the anathema on Pope 
' Allies, p. 275, ^db. 
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Honorius : but we prefer resting the weight of 
our argument on the witness of the Four First 
General Councils, for, following the example of 
the Ancient Church, which received "the four 
Councils of the holy Universal Church, as the 
four books of the holy Gospel'," the Anglican 
Church, after holy Scripture, appeals to these as 
her standard of doctrine and discipline s. But 
there are yet two provincial Councils of the 
fourth and fifth centuries, the Council of Sardica, 
(A.D. 347.), and the Council of Africa, (A.D. 
424.), which should be mentioned as throwing 
light on the subject. 

The Council of Sardica assembled A.D. 347, 
and was attended by S. Athanasius, then in exile, 
and by nearly 100 Western Bishops. The same 
Hosius, who was president at Nicaea, presided. 
The following in the Third Canon. 

" Bishop Hosius said : This too we must add, 
that no Bishop is to go across the border from 
his own Province to another where there are 
Bishops, unless he is called in by his brethren, 
that we may not seem to close the doors of charity. 
And this too in like manner we must provide, that 
if in any Province one of the Bishops has a matter 
against his brother and fellow-Bishop, neither of 

' S. Greg. Ep. lib. iii. 10. 

* See Bouth's Script. Eccles. Opuscula, vol. i. p 363. 
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the two shall call in Bishops from another Pro- 
vince as further judges. If a Bishop thinks that 
he has been condemned, and supposes that he has 
a good cause for the judgment to be renewed; if 
it seems good to your charity, let us honour the 
memory of the Apostle Peter , and let those who 
have given the decision write to Julius the Bishop 
of Rome, so that the court may be renewed, if 
proper, by the Bishops who are neighbouring to 
the Province, and let him appoint other judges 
himself: but if it cannot be proved that his case 
is such as to require a second trial, let not that 
which has once been determined be changed, but 
let the sentence which has been passed stand 
good*." 

" The words of the Canon," says Archbishop 
de Marca", " prove that the institution of this 
right was new. * If it please you,' says Hosius 
Bishop of Corduba, who presided over the 
Council, Met us honour the memory of the Apostle 
St. Peter.' He says not that the ancient tradition 
was to be confirmed, as was wont to be done in 
matters which only require the renewal or ex- 
planation of an ancient right." 

This observation of De Marca is of great 
importance; if even this limited right of appeal 
were new, what becomes of the claim of a Su- 
premacy by Divine right. Nor was even this 

* Mansi, vol. iii. p. 8. •» De Concord, lib. vii. c. 3. 
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Canon accepted by the Universal Church: it 
was unknown in the East, and, as we shall see 
presently, in the Church of Africa also. Yet fatal 
as it is to the claim of a Supremacy by Divine 
right, its immediate effect was to extend greatly 
the authority and power of the See of Rome; and 
accordingly we find the Popes endeavouring to 
invest the Canon with the authority of the Council 
of Nice. We will trace this briefly in the case 
of Pope Zosimus, and the Church of Africa. 

In the year 418, Apiarius, priest of Sicca in 
Africa, was excommunicated by Urbanus his 
Bishop; Apiarius appealed to the Pope, and 
Zosimus received his appeal, and restored him to 
the priesthood. 

Faustinus, Bishop of Potenza, and Philip, and 
Asellius, were sent as legates to Africa to cause 
this judgment to be confirmed. In the mean 
time Pope Zosimus died, and was succeeded by 
Boniface. A Council was held in 419 under 
Aurelius at Carthage, and Faustinus exhibited 
his instructions, in which Zosimus quoted the 
Canons of Sardica as the authority for his con- 
duct, and what is remarkable, quoted them as the 
Canons of Nicaea. The African Fathers said, 
that they could find no such Canons in their 
copies of the Canons of Nicaea, but out of respect 
to the Pope, and obedience to the Canons, would 
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let the matter stand over until authentic copies 
could be obtained from the East; in the mean time 
Apiarius was restored to the Priesthood, but 
removed from Sicca to atiother Church. The 
Council then dispatched a letter to Pope Boniface, 
declaring what they had done, that they would 
permit the rules of Zosimus of venerable memory 
to be observed, until a more exact enquiry could be 
made into the statutes of the Nicene Council, and 
they request Boniface also to obtain copies from 
the Oriental Churches'. The aiFair was a long 
time pending. Pope Boniface died, and Celestine 
succeeded him. Apiarius, who had been the occa- 
sion of the commencement of this dispute, was 
likewise the occasion of its termination ; in the city 
of Tabraca, to which he had been removed from 
Sicca, he was again accused of enormous crimes, 
and again excommunicated. He appealed to Rome, 
and Celestine restored him to communion, and sent 
Faustinus to have him restored again in Africa. 
This was in*the year 426, and an African Council 
was assembled under Aurelius, at which St. Au- 
gustine was present. Apiarius was proved guilty 
and condemned; the Canons alleged by Zosimus 
were compared with authentic copies of those of 
Nicsea obtained from Alexandria and Constan- 
tinople, and declared to be not genuine, and of no 

V The Letter is extant. See Mansi, vol. iv. p. 511. Godex 
EoolesisB Africanee, 184. 
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authority; and a Letter to this purport was written 
to Celestine. The Letter should be read entire, to 
exhibit the attitude of the African Church to 
the Roman Pontiff; it may be found in the Codex 
Ecclesiae Africanae, No. 138. Mansi, 4. 515. The 
following is an extract. " Let your Holiness reject, 
as is worthy of you, that unprincipled taking shelter 
with you of Presbyters likewise, and the inferior 
Clergy, both because by no ordinance of the 
Fathers hath the Church of Africa been deprived 
of this authority, and the Nicene decrees have 
most plainly committed not only the Clergy of 
inferior rank, but the Bishops themselves, to their 
own Metropolitans. For they have ordained 
with great wisdom and justice, that all matters 
should be terminated in the places where they 
arise; and did not think that the grace of the 
Holy Spirit would be wanting to any Province, 
for the Priests of Christ (i. e. Bishops) wisely to 
discern and firmly to maintain the right: espe- 
cially since whosoever thinks himself wronged by 
any judgment, may appeal to the Council of his 
Province, or even to a General Council, (i. e. of 
Africa,) unless it be imagined that God can 
inspire any single individual with justice for 
making decisions, and refuse it to an innumerable 
number of Priests assembled in Council. And 
how shall we be able to rely on a sentence passed 
beyond the sea, since it will not be possible to 



TESTED BY ANTIQUITY. 33 

send thither the necessary witnesses, whether 
from the weakness of sex, or advanced age, or 
any other impediment ? For that your Holiness 
should send any on your part [a latere], we can 
find ordained by no Council of Fathers.*' 

It is clear from hence, that it is not the decree 
of the Pope, but the Canon of the Church, which 
was the supreme law of the Church ; and that the 
African Church, submitting implicitly to the one, 
rejected without hesitation the other, when not 
resting on the Canon of the Church. The case 
of Apiarius and the history of the African Church 
at this period, is the justification of the Anglican 
Church in anticipation. The African Bishops in 
4^6, when the greatest Father of the Western 
Church was one of them, anticipated and asserted 
our claims. True indeed it is that the African 
Bishops were maintaining a right which had come 
down to them from all antiquity, which was 
possessed and acted on all over the Church, was 
specially enacted at the greatest (Ecumenical 
Council, and recognised in every Provincial 
Council held up to that time ; while the English 
Bishops resumed a power which had been sur- 
rendered not only by them, but by all the West 
of Europe for many hundred years. But we are 
at a loss to know how any series of successful 
usurpations can constitute a divine right. Can a 
claim be true now, a claim affecting the whole 

D 
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constitution of the Church, which was not true 
for the first five hundred years after Christ ? Can 
the truth of Christianity and the unity of the 
Church rest upon a human foundation, on an 
invention of later days which the Fathers never 
knew ? Is it come to this, that we must either 
receive a plain and manifest usurpation, must 
reject the witness of the first five or six hundred 
years of the Church's life, or he told that we 
are cast out of the house and kingdom of God ? 

If it be true that the Pope is sole Monarch of 
the Church, which is the present Papal theory, 
then the Anglican Church is in schism. If it be 
not true, if such a claim be contrary to the 
Canon of the ancient undivided Church, then the 
guilt of the schism must rest with those who act 
contrary to that Canon. Let the Bishop of Rome 
require us to recognise in him and his See, that 
honour and that power only which he possessed 
at the Councils of Nicgea, of Constantinople, of 
Ephesus, and Chalcedon, that power, and not a 
totally different one under the same name, and 
let him shew that Rome holds now, eccle- 
siastically and politically, the same status which 
she held of old, and then we shall be guilty of 
schism, if we refuse to admit his claim. The 
privileges which the ancient Church acknowledged 
as belonging to the Bishops of Rome, differ toto 
coelo from that infinite and irresponsible power, 
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which we, as things at present stand, have only 
the alternative of accepting or rejecting en masse. 
At present nothing remains for us, but to reassert 
the ancient Canon, and to fall back on the con- 
stitution of the Church of the Martyrs and the 
Fathers. 

We have briefly gathered up some portion of the 
testimony of the four first General Councils against 
the Papal Supremacy ; but to appreciate its full 
weight, the Acts of the Councils must be studied 
at length. It may be well now also briefly to 
add some further corroborations from antiquity 
to the truths which we assert. 

Next after the Canons of the General Councils 
and their authentic documents, the Ancient 
Liturgies may be ranked, in the testimony they 
bear, and in the light they shed on the faith of 
the Church ; for they are the faithful depositaries 
of Apostolic tradition, and they represent to us 
not the mind of individuals, however good and 
holy, but the mind of the whole Church. 

It is well known what an unanswerable proof 
the ancient Oriental Liturgies afibrd of the true 
Catholic doctrine of the Holy Eucharist. And 
in like manner they supply a remarkable negative 
proof against the doctrine of the Papal Su- 
premacy. If the Pope of Rome were acknowledged 
as the Vicar of Christ, and as having " the care 
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of all the Churches," it is not conceivable that 
his name should be omitted in the solemn inter- 
cessions of the Eucharist. Yet the ancient 
Liturgies of St. Mark, St. James, St. Basil, and 
St. Chrysostom, used from time immemorial in 
the Churches of Alexandria, Antioch, Constan- 
tinople, and Jerusalem, contain prayers for the 
Patriarch and Bishop of the diocese, and some- 
times for the other Metropolitans, but never for 
the Pope of Rome. The Roman Liturgy alone 
contains prayers for the Pope of Rome as well as 
for the Bishop of the diocese. Had the Bishop 
of Rome been, in the mind of the Eastern 
Church, the one chief ruler of the Church of God, 
whose jurisdiction extended over the whole, his 
name must have been mentioned first, and that of the 
Patriarchs, as subordinate to him, second, and then 
that of the Bishops of the diocese. If we consider 
how repeatedly St. Paul charged all the Churches 
under his charge to make special intercession for 
him; if we consider further the minuteness of 
the intercessions of the ancient Eastern Liturgies, 
embracing every class and condition of men ; it is 
to say the least, a most significant fact, that in not 
one of these Liturgies is the Pope of Rome men- 
tioned, and supplies a strong corroboration to the 
arguments already alleged from the early Councils. 
It seems clear, that the early Eastern Church 
regarded the government of the Church Catholic 
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as vested in the Apostolic College, and in the 
Bishops its successors, and not in one individual 
Apostle and his successor; according to that 
beautiful prayer of St. Mark's Liturgy, imme- 
diately succeeding the prayer for the Pope of 
Alexandria. 

" O Sovereign Lord our God, who didst choose 
out the twelve-branched light of the twelve Apo- 
stles, and didst send them forth to preach through 
the whole world, and to teach the Gospel of Thy 
kingdom, and to heal all disease and infirmity in 
the people; and who didst breathe upon their 
faces, and saidst to them. Receive the Holy 
Ghost the Comforter ; whose sins ye remit, they 
are remitted to them ; whose sins ye retain, they 
are retained : so too breathe on us Thy servants 
who stand around, at the beginning of our 
priestly service. Bishops, Presbyters, Deacons, 
Readers, Singers, and Laymen, with all the ful- 
ness of the Holy Catholic and Apostolic Church." 

Our next step will be, to answer an argument 
drawn from certain texts of Holy Scripture, which 
modern Roman Catholic writers are accustomed 
to use as a proof, that Jesus Christ did give a 
Supremacy of authority and jurisdiction over the 
Church to St. Peter and his successors. I mean 
such passages as the following, from St. Matt. xvi. 
16, 19. 
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" And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou 
art the Christ, the Son of the living God. And 
Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art 
thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath 
not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which 
is in Heaven. And I say unto thee. That thou 
art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my 
Church: and the gates of hell shall not prevail 
against it. And I will give unto thee the keys 
of the Kingdom of Heaven : and whatsoever thou 
shalt bind on earth, shall be bound in Heaven : 
and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, shall 
be loosed in Heaven.*' And again, from St. John 
XX. 15, 17. " Jesus saith to Simon Peter, Simon, 
son of Jonas, lovest thou Me more than these? He 
saith unto Him, Yea, Lord : Thou knowest that 
I love Thee. He saith unto him. Feed my lambs. 
He saith to him again the second time, Simon, 
son of Jonas, lovest thou Me? He saith unto 
Him, Yea, Lord: Thou knowest that I love Thee. 
He saith unto him. Feed my sheep. He saith 
unto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas, 
lovest thou Me? Peter was grieved because He 
said unto him the third time, Lovest thou Me ? 
And he said unto Him, Lord, Thou knowest all 
things, Thou knowest that 1 love Thee. Jesus 
saith unto him. Feed my sheep.*' 

It would not be difficult to shew from Holy 
Scripture, from the Acts of the Apostles, and 
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from the Epistles, that these passages did not 
convey a Supremacy of authority or jurisdiction 
to St. Peter. It is at once obvious to point 
to St. John XX. 21, 22, 23, where the gift promised 
to St. Peter in St. Matt, xvi, is equally bestowed 
on the other Apostles. " Then said Jesus unto 
them again, Peace be unto you: as my Father 
hath sent Me, even so send I you. And when He 
had said this. He breathed on them, and saith unto 
them, Receive ye the Holy Ghost : whosesoever 
sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them ; and 
whosesoever sins ye retain, they are retained.*' 

But rather than express our own judgment on 
Holy Scripture, however decided and undoubting, 
we would appeal, as before, to the Ancient un- 
divided Church, to its interpretative testimony 
and consent. We say thus : If it be maintained 
that these texts do prove that Jesus Christ gave 
to St. Peter and to his successors a Supremacy 
over the whole Church ; then let it be shewn, 
that the Fathers of the four first centuries, with 
general consent, did understand them in this 
sense. To such an authority we bow. 

But if, on the other hand, we can shew by 
many passages, that the Fathers of the four first 
centuries did not understand them in this sense ; 
then the whole edifice built upon them falls to 
the ground, and the interpretation is proved to 
be a modern tradition without authority. 
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Let US begin with St. Augustine, the great 
doctor of the West. 

Fortunately this great Father has given us in 
his voluminous works a frequent exposition of 
these passages; and he is throughout consistent 
in his interpretation of the Rock, the giving of 
the keys, and the commission to feed the sheep 
and lambs*. He considers the Rock to signify 
Christ Himself as confessed in His Godhead, and 
Peter he interprets as the type of the whole 
Church, never taking him as distinct from his 
brother Apostles, but expressly rejecting that 
notion when it occurs. The following are ex- 
amples. 

Christ the Rock. 

" This name of Peter was given him by the 
Lord, and this too in a figure in such wise, that 
he should signify the Church. For because Christ 
is the Rock {petra), Peter is the Christian people. 
For the Rock is the principal name: therefore 
Peter [Rockman] is named from the Rock, not 
the Rock from Peter, {Ideo Petrus a petra, non 
petra a Petro,) in the same manner as a Christian is 
so called from Christ, not Christ from a Christian. 
* Thou art,* he says, * Peter, and on this Rock 
which thou hast confessed, on this Rock which 
thou hast known, saying, Thou art Christ the 

» This assertion may be easily verified, by a reference to 
St. Augustine's works, with the index of the Benedictine Fathers, 
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Son of the Living God, I will build my Church, 
i. e. on Myself, the Son of the Living God, I will 
build my Churchy.' " He repeats this statement 
almost in the same words in his first sermon on 
the festival of SS. Peter and Paul'. 

Again, in one of his Sermons on the Resur- 
rection*, speaking of the failure of Peter's 
faith, he says, ** Where is the Rock ? where the 
firmness of the Rock ? Christ Himself was the 
Rock, but he was, from the Rock, Peter [i. e. a 
Rock-man] {ille autem a petrd Petrus). The Rock 
arose, that it might strengthen Peter, for Peter 
had perished, unless the Rock had lived." 

Again, in his Fifth Pentecostal Sermon ''; " On 
this Rock I will build my Church, not on Peter, 
(petrum,) which thou art; but on the Rock, 
(petram,) which thou hast confessed. I will build 
my Church, i. e. I will build thee, who in this 
answer bearest the figure of the Church." 
Peter the type of the Church. 

" For it appears, that in many places of the 
Scriptures Peter represents (gestat personam) the 
Church, especially in that place where it is said, 
* I will give to thee the keys of the Kingdom of 
Heaven, &c.' What! did Peter receive those 

y Serm. 76. cap. 1. torn. f). p. 479. Ed. Migne. 

* Serm. 205. cap. 1. torn. 5. p. 1348. 

• Serm. 244. §. 1. torn. 5. p. ] 147. 
»» Serm. 270. §. 2. torn. 5. p. 1289. 
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keys, and Paul not receive them? Did Peter 
receive them, and John, and James, and the other 
Apostles, not receive them? Or are not these 
keys in the Church, where sins are daily forgiven ? 
But since Peter was meant to represent the 
Church, that which was given to him alone, was 
given to the Church^." 

In his Enarration on Psalm cviii. 1. he says^, that 
St. Peter " is acknowledged to have represented 
the person of the Church by way of type, {in 
Jigura,) on account of the primacy, {primatum,) 
or first place, which he held among the disciples." 
And thus, "some things which seem to be said 
personally {proprie) to the Apostle Peter, yet are 
not fully understood but by reference to the 
Church. As, for example, * I will give to thee 
the keys of the Kingdom of Heaven.' " 

" With good reason after his resurrection, the 
Lord commended his sheep to Peter himself, that 
he should feed them. Not that he alone among 
the disciples was thought worthy (meruit) to feed 
the sheep of the Lord, but when Christ speaks to 
one, unity is commended; and to Peter firstly, 
(primitusy) because Peter is first among the Apo- 
stles.'* Then having cited the passage, he adds : 
"Be not sorrowful, O Apostle; answer once, 
answer twice, answer a third time. Thrice let 

c Serm. 149, 7. torn. 6. p. 802. * Tom. 4. p. 1431 . 

* Serm. 295, 4. 
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thy confession prevail by love, because thrice thy 
presumption was conquered by fear. Thrice 
must that be loosed which thou hadst thrice 
bound. Loose by love that which thou hadst 
bound by feare." 

Again'; " No where should the bowels of mercy 
so prevail as in the Catholic Church, so that like 
a true mother, she neither proudly insult her 
children when in sin, nor be hard to pardon them 
when corrected. For not without reason 6ut of 
all the Apostles doth Peter represent the Catholic 
Church, for to this Church were the keys of the 
Kingdom of Heaven given, when they were given 
to Peter. And when it is said to him, it is said 
to all, ' Lovest thou Me V * Feed my sheep.' " 

Once in his early writings, as he says himself 
in his Retractations*, St. Augustine has spoken of 
Peter as the Rock; but what was the mind of 
this great Father on these passages, what his 
consistent and repeated interpretation, is clear 
from the passages above given, and from others 
similar. Nor is he alone in this interpretation ; 
the great doctors of the Eastern Church are in 
full accordance with him. 

St. Cyril of Alexandria says in like manner^, 

e Serm. 295. cap. 4. torn. 5. p. 1350. 

^ De Agone Christiano, §. 82. 

» Retract, i. 21, 1. torn. 1. p. 618. 

>» St. Cyril in Esai. lib. 4. Orat. 2. torn. 2. 693. 
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" For in a certain place, when the divine Peter, 
wisely and unblameably confessing his faith in 
Him, said, * Thou art Christ, the Son of the living 
God;' it was said by Him, 'Thou art Peter, and 
upon this rock I will build my Church,' calling, I 
imagine, the unshaken faith of the disciple the 
rock J" 

And in another place almost in the same words*, 
" Giving, I imagine, the title of the Rock to nothing 
else but, in allusion to his name, the unmovable 
and most stable faith of the disciple, on which the 
Church of Christ is founded and fixed without 
danger of falling, and remains never to be pre- 
vailed against by the very gates of hell." 

Again, on the words, ''Feed my sheep," St. Cyril, 
in exact accordance with St. Augustine, gives 
the reason why the question is put to Simon 
alone, and why thrice. Because he had sinned 
thrice, and because he had fallen more than the 
rest, therefore he must love more than the rest ; 
and then he concludes thus^. 

" But by the Lord's saying, * Feed my sheep,' a 
renewal as it were of the Apostolate already con- 
ferred upon him is understood to take place, 
wiping away the intervening reproach of his falls, 
and effacing the littleness of human infirmity." 

Let us add the witness of St. Chrysostom. 

» De Trin. 4. torn. 5. p. .^07. 
k Tom.4. p. 1120. 
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In his Commentary on St. Matt, xvi.^ he writes, 
" I say unto thee, ' Thou art Peter, and on this 
rock I will build my Church,' that is, upon the 
faith of his confession." 

In another place °^: "Having said to Peter, 
Blessed art thou, Simon Barjonas; and having 
promised to lay the foundation of the Church upon 
his confession, not long after, He says, * Get thee 
behind me, Satan.' " 

Again, on the words in St. Luke xxii. 32. * I 
have prayed for thee, that thy faith fail not :' he 
sees no evidence of a special gift to St. Peter, but, 
on the contrary", "This he spake severely touch- 
ing him, and shewing that his fall was worse than 
that of the rest, and needing more help." 

In a practical application of the words, * Feed 
my sheep,' he says, " But this is said not only to 
Priests, but also to each of us; each one of us 
hath a sheep" (i. e. his own soul) ; " this let him 
lead to the fitting pastures"." 

Of all the doctors of the Eastern Church, none 
were more indebted to Rome, and none have spoken 
more largely and unhesitatingly of the Primacy 
of St. Peter, than St. Chrysostom: e. g. in Hom. 
88. on John xxi.P he entitles him, " the chosen one 
of the Apostles, the mouth of the disciples, the 

1 Tom. 7. p. 547. Ed. Bened. 1727. °» Tom. 10. p. C57. 

«» Tom. 7. p. 785. o Tom. 7. p. 749. 

p Tom. 8. p. 525, 527, 528. 
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leader of the band." " Jesus puts into his hands 
the presidency {frgoa-raa-ioi) among the brethren." 
These expressions certainly go to shew a Primacy 
in St. Peter, but they go to shew no more. 
Shortly after, on v. 21, 22, he says, that ** Christ 
committed the world to Peter." This would look 
at first like a universal Pastorship asserted by 
St. Chrysostom: but immediately after, on v. 23, 
we find that St. John also received the charge of 
the world. 

Let these expressions receive their due weight, 
but not be pressed beyond them. Christ com- 
mitted the power of the keys and the care of the 
sheep to the Church, to the college of Apostles; 
and of these St. Peter is the first, not as a 
monarch invested with supreme authority, but 
as an elder brother among his brethren, primux 
inter pares. It should be observed further, that 
St. Chrysostom speaks of this as a personal 
primacy given to St. Peter, h* ugerrjy, and no 
where that we can discover speaks of its trans- 
mission to any successors. 

Bellarmine ventures to say •», that it is the opinion 
of Catholics generally, of the whole Church, and 
of the Greek and Latin Fathers, that the person 
of St. Peter is the rock spoken of in St. Matt. 
xvi. 18. We have given some instances to the 
<» De Rom. Pont. lib. 1. c. 10. torn. 1. p. 643. 
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contrary, and which will readily admit enlarge- 
ment. 

Origen is very distinct': ** But if you think that 
the whole Church is built by God upon Peter 
alone, what would you say about John the son 
of Thunder, or each of the Apostles ? Or shall we 
venture to say, that the gates of hell shall not 
prevail against Peter specially, but shall prevail 
against the rest of the Apostles, and the perfect?" 

So St. Basil ^ " The spiritual ruler is nothing 
else but he who represents the person of the 
Saviour, being made both a mediator of God and 
men, and making an oblation to God of the sal- 
vation of those that obey Him. And this we are 
taught by Christ Himself, who appoints Peter 
shepherd of His Church after Himself. For, 
saith He, * Peter, lovest thou Me more than 
these ? Feed my sheep :' while He grants the 
same power to all pastors and teachers in suc- 
cession. And the proof of this is, that all bind 
and loose equally as he does." 

So Theodoret* ; " This foundation, (i. e. Jesus 
Christ,) also the blessed Peter laid, or rather 
the Lord Himself. For when Peter had said, 
*Thou art the Christ, the Son of the Living God;' 



r Origen. in Matt. torn. 12. vol. 3. p. 624. Ed. Delarue, 1740. 

« S. Basil, 2. p. 573. Ed. Gamier. 1722. 

» In 1 Cor. iii. 10. Op. lib. 3. p. 133. Ed. Sirmondi, J 642. 
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the Lord said, *0n this rock I will build my 
Church ;* for Christ is the foundation.'* 

With this agrees St. Hilary's saying^: "On 
this Rock of the confession is the building of the 
Church." 

" This Faith is the foundation of the Church. 
By this Faith the gates of Hell are weak against 
her. This Faith has the keys of the Heavenly 
Kingdom." 

And that of St. Gregorys " When in holy 
Scripture foundations are not spoken of, but a 
foundation, in the singular number, no one is 
designated except the Lord Himself." 

We meet with the same doctrine in the Anglo- 
Saxon Church so iate as the eleventh century, in 
the Sermones Catholici, or Homilies of jElfric. 

" The Lord said unto Peter, ' Thou art of 
stone y.' For the strength of his belief, and for 
the stedfastness of his profession, he received that 
name, because he had attached himself with firm 
mind to Christ, who is called stone % by the 
Apostle Paul. * And I will build my Church 
upon this stone*,' i. e. on that faith which thou 
professest. The Church of God is wholly built 
upon that stone, that is, upon Jesus Christ. For 

" De Trin. 0. 30, 37. Op. p. 903, 90i. Ed. Beiied. 1093. 
* Morals on Job, xxviii. §.14. S. Gregory's famous letter is 
added in the Appendix. 

1 In the original ' staenen.' ^ ' Stan.' * * Stane.' 
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He is the foundation of all the structures of His 
Church." 

" He said, ' I will commit to thee the key of 
the kingdom of heaven.' That key is not of 
gold, nor of silver, nor forged of any substance, 
but is the power which Christ gave him: that 
none might enter into the kingdom of God, 
unless St. Peter opened it to him. This power 
He then gave to Peter, and likewise afterwards, 

ere His ascension, to all His Apostles The 

same power has the Almighty granted to bishops 
and holy mass priests j if they carefully hold it 
according to the evangelical volume''." 

We do not deny here, that the Fathers also 
speak of the Church being built on St. Peter: e. g, 
Tertullian asserts this distinctly, and then explains 
how, viz. by his preaching. " Upon him is the 
Church built, that is, by him : he first uses the 
key. You see what key: ^Ye men of Israel,' &c. 
Acts ii. S2.^" But we do deny that the Fathers 
of the four first centuries find in these pas- 
sages any argument for the Supremacy of the 
Roman See. We ask of St. Augustine, of St. 
Cyril, St. Chrysostom, i. e. of Africa, of Alex- 
andria, of Antioch, and Constantinople; we ask 
of St. Basil, Origen, Theodoret, St. Gregory I., 

b Horn. M\t Passio Apost. Petri et Pauli, p. 369, 371. Lond. 
1844. 
c De Pudicitia, cap. 21. Op. p. 807. Parisiis, 1646. 
E 
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and others, aiid they all answer with one voice. 
They see indeed in these words great mysteries, 
they see great gifts bestowed by Christ on His 
Church, but they do not see the Supremacy of 
the See of Rome. If the idea is suggested to 
their minds that by them an exclusive gift is con- 
veyed to St. Peter, it is at once pointedly re- 
jected, and they assert that what was given to 
Peter, was given to all the Apostles. 

We return then to the statement with which 
we commenced, that all interpretations of St. 
Matthew xvi. 18, 19. and St. John xxi. 15, 16, 17. 
going to prove the Supremacy and universal 
Pastorship of the Church, such as we find in 
mediaeval writers, in Bellarmine, and modem 
Roman Catholic authors, are mere human tra- 
ditions, not only unsupported by, but contrary to, 
the expressed mind of the greatest Fathers of the 
Church of the four first ages, and therefore untrue. 
We believe that St. Basil, St. Augustine, St. 
Chrysostom, and St. Cyril, did not untruly in this 
matter expound the mind of the Holy Ghost. 
If later writers have developed another and vary- 
ing interpretation, we know whom we will 
follow. 

Another question now arises : If what we have 
maintained be true, viz. that there is no witness 
for the Supremacy of the See of Rome as now 
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asserted, either in Scripture, or in the ancient 
Church of the four first ages, but much witness 
against it, and in contradiction to it; then it may 
be asked, How did it arise ? How has it come to 
pass, as a matter of fact, that the Pope of Rome 
was for many centuries acknowledged without 
dispute, throughout the West, as special Vicar of 
Christ and universal Pastor of the Church ? How 
was it that great and good minds, such as St. 
Bernard and Thomas Aquinas, obediently ac- 
cepted, and used all their abilities to strengthen 
this authority, if after all it was but an usurpation 
and a tradition of men ? 

It would be beyond our limits to trace histo- 
rically the steps by which the wonderful rise of 
the Bishops of Rome was effected ; but the chief 
causes may be briefly stated as following. 

First, The gradual extension of the Primacy, 
the limits of which were never closely defined, 
into a Supremacy, We see a constant tendency 
towards this in the claims of the Popes of the 
fourth and fifth centuries, and in the use made 
by them of the Canons of Sardica; a tendency 
which called out the resistance so strongly ex- 
hibited in the case of Apiarius, and the Council 
of Africa; but which, in after times, on the 
breaking up of the Roman Empire, met with 
circumstances more favourable to its develope- 
ment. 



I 
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Secondly, The withdrawal of the counterpoise 
of the three great Eastern Patriarchates. From 
the time of the Mahometan invasion, the Eastern 
Patriarchates, enslaved and depressed, could no 
longer exercise their just influence in the Catholic 
Church ; and the See of Rome obtained, through- 
out the West, the exclusive title and privilege of 
" the Apostolic See;" a title and privilege which 
it had shared with Alexandria, Antioch, Jeru- 
salem, and other Churches of the East**. 

But thirdly and chiefly. It was under the 
shadow of the False Decretals, and the new Canon 
law which arose from them, that the Papal Su- 
premacy grew up. 

^ *'See Tertullian, de Pra?script. Hreret. cap. 36. p. 211. Ed. 
Pamel. ] 597. ** Come now, if you will exercise your curiosity 
better in the matter of your salvation, survey the Apostolic 
Churches, in which the chairs of the very Apostles are still 
occupied each in their place ; in which their veritable authentic 
letters are read, speaking with the voice and representing the 
appearance of each one of them. Is Achaia near thee ? Then thou 
hast Corinth. If Macedonia be not far off, thou hast Philippi, 
thou hast Thessalonica. If thou canst go into Asia, thou hast 
Ephesus. But if thou art near Italy, thou hast Rome, where we 
too have an authority near at hand." 

In like manner St. Augustine, two centuries later, advises the 
student of Scripture, *' That in the canonical Scriptures he 
follow the authority of the greater number of the Catholic 
Churches, and let those be among them, which were thought 
worthy {merueruni) to have Apostolic Sees, and to receive 
Apostolic epistles." — De Doct. Christ, lib. 2. c. 8. Op. torn. 3. 
p. 40. 
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' About the middle of the ninth century, there 
appeared in the Western Church certain docu- 
ments purporting to be Decretal Epistles of the 
Popes, and to contain the ancient Canon law of 
the Church. These Decretals commenced with 
the letters of Clement, about A.D. 70, and ex- 
tended to the time of Gregory the Great, and 
the seventh century of the Church «. They are 
a complete system of forgery, and as Archbishop 
de Marca says^, "It is certain, and altogether 
beyond doubt in the judgment of all learned men, 
and also of the Cardinals Baronius and Bellarmine, 
that universally all those letters which precede 
the time of Siricius and Innocent (A.D. 384-398.) 
were fabricated," Yet, as Devoti says^, "This 
collection gradually and step by step began to 
obtain use and authority, since in the darkness of 
those times, there was no one who would suspect, 
or rather who could understand, that the docu- 
ments given in it were false." 

It is called the Isidorian collection, being pro- 
bably the work of Isidore Mercator, a monk of 
Mayence. However that be, it was essentially at 
variance with the Canons of Nice, and gradually 
superseded them. " The ancient jurisprudence," 
says De Marca ^, "confirmed by the consent of 

• See Appendix D. 

f De CoDCord. lib. 7. c. 20. p. 209. Ed. Baluz. 1663. 
9 Institut. Can. cap. 5. §. 66. p. 54. Venetiis, 1834. 
»» De Concord, lib. 3. c. 5. p. 156. 
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the universal Church, was succeeded by this new- 
jurisprudence, which began to be published from 
the year 836, and by the efforts of Nicholas the 
First, and the other Roman Pontiffs, gradually 
gained authority by custom through the Provinces 
of the West." 

Labbe and Cossart adopt and repeat this 
statement of De Marca'. Fleury expresses himself 
even yet more strongly, and sets down the points 
in which the jurisprudence of the decretals was 
opposed to the Canons of the ancient Church. 
They may be shortly summed up thusJ : 

1 . That no Council, not even provincial, could 
be held without the Pope's permission. 

2. That no Bishop could be judged definitively, 
save by the Pope. 

3. The right of translating Bishops is ascribed 
to the Pope. 

4. The right of erecting new Bishoprics is 
ascribed to the Pope. 

5. The right of founding Metropolitan Sees is 
ascribed to the Pope. 

6. The vast extension of appeals to the Pope. 
Each one of these points he proves to be at 

variance with the Canons and discipline of the 
ancient Church ; yet as they were believed to be 
ancient, they were built upon, and became the 

» Con. Gen. torn. 1. col. 78. Parisiis, 1671. 

J Discours iv. sur I'Hist. Eccles. p. 210. Lond. 1721. 
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foundation of the Canon law of the Western 
Church. 

Fleury continues'' : '* The Decretum of Gratian" 
(a work of the twelfth century) "completely 
established and extended the authority of the 
False Decretals, which are found scattered 
throughout it; for during more than three 
centuries, no other Canons were followed in the 
schools and tribunals. Gratian had even gone 
beyond these decretals, to extend the authority 
of the Pope, maintaining that he was not subject 
to the Canons; which he says on his own warrant, 
and without adducing any proof of authority. 
Thus was formed in the Latin Church a confused 
idea, that the power of the Pope was without 
limits; that principle once laid down, many 
corollaries have been drawn from it beyond the 
points formally expressed in the False Decretals : 
and the new theologians have not sufficiently 
distinguished these opinions from the essential of 
the Catholic Faith, touching the Primacy of the 
Pope, and the rulers of the ancient discipline." 

We commend this passage, and the whole 
discourse from which it is taken, to the attention 
of the reader. Above, in Discours iii. §. 2. 
he says, that these False Decretals " inflicted an 
incurable wound on the discipline of the Church, 
by the new maxims which they introduced con- 
k Disc. iv. p. 232. 
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cerning the judgments of the Bishops, and the 
authority of the Pope," 

The statements of De Marca^ (some of whose 
words we have given above,) correspond with those 
of Fleury : and in like manner, Van Espen 
says, that ** By the forgery and reception of 
the decretals, the discipline of the Fathers was 
broken down; and that, moreover, the Roman 
Pontiffs inserted into their own decretals, and 
willed to be taken for law, the new principles 
asserted in these decretals, as if they had been 
transmitted to us by Apostolical tradition™." 

Until the seventeenth century, the whole Latin 
Church slept under the persuasion, that these False 
Decretals were true, and then awoke to find 
herself fettered with the customs of seven hundred 
years, from which she has never again emancipated 
herself. It is no disparagement to the great 
and honoured St. Bernard, nor to the " Angelic 
Doctor," and the keen-minded master-spirits of 
medieval times, that they were deceived at a 
time when reference to the elder records of the 
Church could no longer be made: and it is no 
presumptuousness in us, if we, with documents 
before us which they had not, deny a claim which 
they in ignorance maintained. We act as they 
under the like circumstances would have acted. 

» De Concordia, lib. 7. c. 20. 

« Tom. 3. p. 478 : Colon. 1777. p. 454. Lovan. 1753. 
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If St. Bernard expresses himself with such vigour^ 
against the abuse of appeals to Rome, while be- 
lieving in the Canonical necessity of such appeals; 
what would he not have said, had he known that 
their use was novel, and founded on false docu- 
ments ? If Thomas Aquinas believed the genuine- 
ness of the documents contained in Gratian's De- 
cretum, how could he speak of the Papal authority 
but as he has spoken ? Had he known that the 

° " The wicked appeal against the good, in order that they may 
not do what is good, but fearing the voice of thy thunders may 
desist. In short, appeals are made against Bishops, in order 
that they may not dare to undo and prohibit unlawful marriages. 
Appeals are made, that they may not presume to punish or 
restrain rapine, theft, and sacrilege, and crimes of like nature. 
Appeals are made, that they may not be able to repel or to 
remove unworthy and infamous persons from benefices and 
sacred offices. What remedy do you find for this disease, but 
that what was given for our healing is turned to our de- 
struction ? The Lord was wroth that the house of prayer was 
made a den of thieves; and thou His minister, dost not thou 
perceive, that that which was given as a refuge to the miserable, 
is turned into the weapon of oppression? See you how the 
oppressors every where assume the character of the oppressed, 
and that the first to appeal are not those who suffer ^Tong, but 
those who inflict it. 

And why, you ask, do not those thus wickedly appealed 
against come and shew their innocence, and convict the malice 
of their enemies ? I reply in their own words : " We would 
rather avoid useless vexation and harassing. There are those in 
the Pope's palace who encourage appeals, and favour the cause 
of those who make them. As we are sure to get the worst at 
Eome, it is better to give way at once." S. Bernard de Consid. 
Hb. 3. c. 2. p. 1143. Parisiis 1586. 
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authorities there quoted were forgeries, had he 
had before him the canons and decrees of the 
early CEcumenical Councils, how could he have 
come to any other conclusion than that which 
forces itself on the mind of every one at liberty 
to judge, and which evidently was the conclusion 
of great modern writers in the Roman Church 
herself, who from their position could only speak 
out half of what they really thought ? 

The Isidorian Decretals were never accepted 
by the Eastern Churches, nor accordingly the 
Canon law founded upon them ; they remained 
governed still substantially by the same discipline 
that was established at Chalcedon — an unbroken 
witness from the Apostolic age to the present day 
against the Supremacy of the See of Rome. 
This witness can never be set aside or depreciated ; 
it is decisive of the question. 

Our adversaries love to urge upon us, that we 
are a mere revolted province, a corner of the 
world against, as they say, the Catholic Church ; 
they would fain silence us with the great argu- 
ment of St. Augustine against the Donatists, 
Securus judicat terrarum orbis. But it is not so. 
It is not the Catholic Church against a revolted 
Province ; it is one Patriarch of the West with 
part of the Western Bishops, against the four 
Patriarchs of the East with all the Eastern 
Bishops — against their continuous and unbroken 
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witness, and our protest in the name of the laws 
of the Church and the undoubted facts of history. 
On the point of the Supremacy the Oriental 
Churches bear their witness with us; and the 
same argument which would prove the Church of 
England in schism, must also condemn them. 
The orthodox Greek or Eastern Church contains 
a body of Christians reckoned at not less than 
eighty millions. It is governed by Patriarchs 
and Bishops, holding their Sees in continuous 
descent from the Apostolic age. It has produced 
Saints, Martyrs, and Fathers. Since its separation 
from the West, it lias converted the Sclavonic 
race, and added to its body the great Russian 
Church. It has retained the ancient Creed, with- 
out the change of an iota. It has never gone 
through the trials and dangers of a Reformation, 
it has ever spoken, and speaks still, with the 
voice of unbroken tradition; and it has never ad- 
mitted the Papal sway. It has constantly in every 
age held up its voice and its witness against that 
claim as Antichristian and blasphemous, which 
says, that " the Pope is set over the whole Chris- 
tian world ; and possesses in its completeness and 
plenitude that power, which Christ left on earth 
for the good of His Church**." It has denied 
this, and any like claim, not merely for three 
hundred years, but from the time that it has 
o Bellarmine as above. 
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been advanced. And thus all that was deficient 
on our side seems to be made up by the Greek 
Church; and this living and continuous witness 
of a thousand years is to be added to that most 
decisive and unambiguous voice of the whole 
undivided ancient Church. 

If it be said, that our claim is not the same 
with that of the Eastern Churches, that at least 
the Bishop of Rome has authority over us by 
reason of his Patriarchal rights, and having 
planted the faith among us: — We answer: Such a 
claim is on the face of it irreconcileable with that 
of Universal Monarchy : and must remain in 
abeyance while that is maintained. When the 
claim of Universal Pastorship has been given up, 
we will then point out the limits of Patriarchal 
authority, and shew further that the Patriarchate 
of Rome didnot, correctly speaking, include Britain, 
and also that by St. Augustine's efforts our fore- 
fathers were made, not the Bishop of Rome's, but 
Christ's. But Patriarchal claims cannot be re- 
garded, while Monarchical authority is pretended. 

And if it be urged further, that our fathers 
committed an act of schism, in that they revolted 
against recognised authority, which had been esta- 
blished in the realm for centuries : — still we reply : 
Does the guilt of schism rest with those who re- 
fuse to obey a lawful or an unlawful claim ? The 
whole question resolves itself into this : ** Is the 
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Papal claim to universal monarchy of divine right, 
or no ?" If it be not, the sin of the existing schism 
is not ours but theirs, who cast us out for refusing 
to submit to an usurpation which Pope Gregory, 
to whom we owe the mission of St. Augustine, 
had by anticipation denounced as wicked and 
unchristian p. 

And lastly, as we have been led in the course 
of our argument not unfrequently to speak of the 
independence of the Churches, it may be well, to 
avoid misapprehension, to explain what we mean 
by that term. Independence, strictly so called, 
cannot exist in the Church; for independence 
destroys membership and coherence. The Church 
is one ; one body, bound together by the unity of 
the faith, and by the common tie of the Canon. 
As every Bishop, Metropolitan, and Patriarch had 
his special charge, so it was also a duty of love on the 
part of the Patriarchs not only to govern their own 
Patriarchate, but also to have a care for the whole 
body ; to remonstrate against innovations in the 
faith and infractions in the Canon; to condenm 
those in error, and, if need be, to dissolve com- 
munion with the offending party, until reparation 
were made. We find the Eastern Patriarchs not 
less active and independent in taking these 
measures than the Patriarch of Rome. But the 
latter, as the first of the Patriarchs, was likewise 
P See Appendix B. 
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the most forward in defence of the Canon and 
the faith. We have an instance of this in the 
case of St. Athanasius. But as the deposition 
of St. Chrysostome by Theophilus did not prove 
that Constantinople was subordinate to Alex- 
andria, nor the condemnation of St. Athanasius 
at Tyre that Antioch was superior to Alexandria; 
so neither did St. Athanasius' taking refuge in Italy, 
and his justification, first by a Roman Council, 
and then by the Council of Sardica, prove that 
the East was governed by the West. The faith 
had been attacked, the faith was appealed to, 
and the faith finally prevailed. It was the sted- 
fastness of the Roman Bishops in maintaining 
the Canon and the faith, that so greatly in- 
creased their influence between the Councils 
of Nicaea and Chalcedon ; and where the Pa- 
triarchs of the East were at variance, they 
looked for support to him who was both the first 
of their order, and had the whole West to support 
him. When however the maintenance of the 
faith and the Canon of the Church required it, the 
other Bishops of Christendom resisted and con- 
demned the Bishop of Rome as freely as they 
would oppose any other of the Patriarchs'*. 

q Thus, in the second century, Victor was reproved by St.Irenseus, 
and resisted by the rest of the Christian world, in his attempt 
to exercise undue authority over the Churches of Asia. In 
the third century St. Cyprian resisted and reproved Pope Stephen. 
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Modern Roman Catholics tell us, that without 
an Infallible Head, without a centre of unity 
and power, there can be no unity in the Church ; 
yet we do find, that under the Patriarchal system, 
when the Churches were independent, and had 
the Canon as their supreme rule, a real and 
substantial unity was maintained in the Church 
for at least 600 years. It was only as the one- 
sided developement of the Papacy began to be 
pressed, and the Primacy was converted into a 
Sovereignty, that the fatal schism took place be- 
tween the East and West, and unity was broken. 
In truth, the Papal Supremacy at once cut the 
Church in half. The West, where Rome was 
the only Apostolic See, unanimously held with 
the Patriarch of Rome : the East, with its four 
Patriarchs, as unanimously refused his claim, as a 
new thing which they had never received. Even 
De Maistre observes % ** It is very essential to 
observe, that never was there a question about 
dogmas between us at the beginning of the great 
and fatal division." 



We have seen the case of Apiarius in the fourth century. In 
the fifth General Council, Pope Vigilius was by implication 
condemned for heresy, and afterwards retracted his errors. 
(Fleuiy, lib. 33, 52. Tom. 7. 507. Paris. 1727.) And in the 
sixth General Council, Pope Honorius was anathematized for 
heresy. (Hardtdn. torn. 3. p. 1599.) 
' Du Pape^ Book 4. ch. 4. p. 311. Lond. 1850. 
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And in the sixteenth century, the same cause 
was the germ of the Reformation in England. 
For it is remarkable to observe, that the tyrant 
Henry the Eighth lived and died, enforcing 
with severe penalties all the doctrines of the 
Church of Rome except the Supremacy. How- 
ever much he may have been actuated by his own 
vile passions, the Bishops of the realm proceeded 
on just and canonical grounds, as we see in their 
book, entitled, the ** Institution of a Christian 
Man," and published with the authority of Con- 
vocation, A.D. 1537. They say, 

** That it was many hundred years before the 
Bishop of Rome could acquire any power of 
Primate above any other Bishops out of his 
Province in Italy. Since which time he hath 
ever usurped more and more; and though some 
part of his power was given unto him by the 
consent of the Emperors, Kings, and Princes, and 
by the consent also of the Clergy in General 
Councils assembled, yet surely he attained the 
most part thereof by marvellous subtilty and 
craft, and especially by colluding with great kings 
and princes, sometimes training them into his 
devotion by pretence and colour of holiness and 
sanctimony, and sometimes constraining them by 
force and tyranny : whereby the said Bishops of 
Rome aspired and arose at length unto such 
greatness in strength and authority, that they 
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presumed and took upon them to be heads, and 
to put out laws by their own authority, not only 
unto all other Bishops within Christendom, but 
also unto the Emperor, Kings, and other the 
princes and lords of the world, and that under 
the pretence of the authority committed unto 
them by the Gospel ; wherein the said Bishops of 
Rome do not only abuse and pervert the true 
sense and meaning of Christ's Word, but they do 
also clean contrary to the use and custom of the 
Primitive Church, and also do manifestly violate, 
as well the holy Canons made in the Church 
immediately after the time of the Apostles, as 
also the decrees and constitutions made, in that 
behalf, by the holy Fathers of the Catholic Churches , 
assembled at the first General Council, and finally 
they do transgress their own profession made in 
their creation; for all the Bishops of Rome 
always, when they be consecrated and made 
Bishops of that See, do make a solemn profession 
and vow, that they shall inviolably observe all the 
ordinances made in the eight first General Coun- 
cils; among which it is especially provided and 
enacted, that all causes shall tie finished and 
determined within the Province where the same 
be begun, and that by the Bishops of the same 
Province ; and that no Bishop shall exercise any 
jurisdiction out of his own Diocese or Province. 
And divers such other Canons were then made 
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and confirmed by the said Councils, to repress 
and take away out of the Church all such Primacy 
and jurisdiction over Kings and Bishops, as the 
Bishops of Rome pretend now to have over the 
same* And we find that divers good Fathers, 
Bish6ps of Rome, did greatly reprove, yea, and 
abhor, (as a thing clean contrary to the Gospel 
and the decrees of the Church,) that any Bishop 
of Rome or elsewhere, should presume, usurp, or 
take upon him, the title and name of Universal 
Bishop, or of the Head of all Priests, or of the 
Highest Priest, or any such like title'." 

To sum up what has been said. 

The doctrine of the Supremacy to which we are 
required to submit, is, that the Pope is, by divine 
right and peculiar commission, the Universal 
Monarch and Pastor of the Church, and the 
special Vicar of Christ, all Bishops deriving their 
jurisdiction from him. 

If his authority rests upon divine right and 
peculiar commission, he must have had it from 
the first and always. It cannot have grown up, 
nor can it have been unknown or unacknowledged 
in the Ancient Church. 

But this doctrine of the Supremacy was un- 
known to, 1. The ancient Councils of Nicaea, 

• The Institution of a Christen Man, London, 1537, p. 48. 
Formularies of Faith, Oxford, J 825, p. 119. 
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Constantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcedon; which 
set before us another and distinct system of 
Church government, viz. the Diocesan or Patri- 
archal. 

2. The ancient Liturgies, the depositaries of 
Apostolic tradition ; which also set before us the 
Patriarchal government of the Church. 

3. The ancient Fathers; who neither in their 
interpretation of Scripture attribute a Supremacy 
to St. Peter, as modern Roman controversialists 
do, nor by tlieir acts aud writings acknowledge a 
Supremacy in the Bishop of Rome. St. Peter 
has with them the Primacy, the first place 
among the Apostles ; but it is distinctly and re- 
peatedly denied that he had any authority over 
the other Apostles, or any peculiar gifts or com- 
mission above the rest. And the Bishop of 
Rome, in their estimation, stands foremost amongst 
his equal brother- Patriarchs. 

4. The growth of the modern Roman Su- 
premacy may be distinctly traced. It grew up 
chiefly under the shadow of a vast system of 
forgeries, which imposed on the whole Western 
Church for 700 years. 

5. The Eastern Church with its four Patri- 
archates never submitted to the Roman Supremacy, 
but has continued its unbroken witness against 
the usurpation to the present day. 

6. Our Fathers, maintaining the Canon of the 
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Church, rejected the Supremacy of the Pope as a 
usurpation, and not of lawful right. 

We conclude, that the sin of schism cannot and 
does not rest with us who lawfully maintain 
the ancient Canon and discipline of the Church. 
The guilt must be theirs who require unlawful 
terms of obedience. 

" There can be nothing new in the Church," 
said de Maistre, " neither will she ever believe 
but what she has believed'/' This is a great 
Canon to which we make our appeal. It is, in other 
words, the famous rule of Vincentius Lirinensis, 

Quod semper^ Quod ubique, Quod ab omnibus, 

< Du Pape, liv. 1. c< 1. 
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Ai page 6, 
Nicani ConcUii Universalis Canon V, 



€tr€ r&v €V \cu.K^ rdyfiari vir6 

etrurKSwov^ KpaTtirm ^ yv&firj 
icarii. rhv Kav6pa rhv biayoptv- 
ovroy Toifs v<l> iripav aTro/SXij- 
BarraSf v<f> Mpav fi^ vpoc' 
UaBai, . . . 



Dehis qui communione 
privantur, sen ex clero seu 
ex laico ordine^ ab epis- 
copis per unamquamque 
Provinciam, sententia regu- 
laris obtineat^ ut hi qui ab 
aliis abjiciuntur^ ab aliis non 
recipiantur. . . . 



Canon VL 



Til. dpxtua tlBrj Kpar^bno, rk 
iv Acyvvrr^ «eal Xi^vjj «eal nrv- 
r€mSK€i, &aT9 t6v 'AXc^ov- 
bpeiag ariaKotrov woptov tov- 
TOP ^x^''^ ^'^ i^ovcuzv. rn-cid^ 

rovTO avvr)B€s ^<mv. Sfiolas 
^ Koi Kork T^iv *A3fTt6xfMV Koi 
h TMS SKkcug iwapxiaiSf rh 
irp€a'p€ia a^C^trOcu, rais ckkXi;- 
aUus* KoBSkov de irp6lhjKov 



Andqua consuetudo serve- 
tur per ^gyptum, Libyam> 
et Pentapolim^ ita ut Alex- 
andrinus episcopus horum 
omDium habeat potestatem. 
Quia et urbis Romse episco- 
pus parilis mos est. Simi- 
liter autem et apud Antio- 
chiam^ cseterasque provin- 
cias^ suis privilegia serven- 
tur ecclesiis, lUud autem 
generaliter clarum est« quod 
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rov iifjfrpoTroKlrov ytvoiro iiricr' 
Korros, t6v toiovtov 17 ftfyaKrj 
avvodos &pta'€ fifj bdv dvat 
MarKoirov, €av lUvroi tJ Koivfi 
irdvr&v ^frr|(f)<|^y cvXoy^ oiJcrJ, 
Koi Korh Kav6va iKKkfjcuKm" 
KOPt 8vo fj TpeU bi oiKeiav 
<l)iKov€i.Kiav ain-iXryaxrc, Kpa- 
rciVo) 17 rSiv n\fi6vo>v ylni(f)09» 



si quis praeter sententiam 
metropolitani fuerit factus 
episcopus^ hunc magna sy- 
nodus definivit episcopum 
essenonoportere. SiDautem 
communi cunctorum decreto 
rationabili^ et secundum ec- 
clesiasticam regulam com- 
probato, duo aut tres, prop- 
ter contentiones proprias, 
contradicunt : obtineat sen< 
tentia plurimorum. 

Concilii ConstantinopoUtani Universalis Canon 11. 



Tovy V7r€p btoiicffa'iv «ri<r«C(J- 
TTOVSy Tois xmepopiois ckkXi;- 
(Tccuff fi^ arUvai, fitjbi (rvyx€€i.v 
ras €KKkri<rias' aK\a Korii roifs 
Kap6vas9 rhv fitv 'AXe^avbptlas 
Mo'KOTrop, rh iv Alyvirra fiS- 
vov olKovofjL€iP' rovs Be rfjs 
*AyaTo\TJs iirwTK&irovs, rripAva- 
rdk^v fiovrjv bioiKclv, (l>v\aT' 
TOfjLCPcav tS)V €v Tois Kav6a'i rois 
Kara "Sucaiav npea^emv rj 
*Ain-M);(fa)v cVkXtjo-i^* Ka\ tovs 
rffs 'Aaiavrjs btoiKriae&s rnri- 
arKSirovs ra Karh. rfjv ^haiavrjv 
ftdvov olKovofieiv /cat tovs rrjs 
TlovTiKris, TaTfjs TLovriKris fidva' 

Koi TOVS TrjS OpaKlKTJSy tA TTJS 

QpaKiKrjs fi6vov olKovoficiv. 
axkriTOvs be €7riaK6irovs vnep 
btoiKfjaiv fjk^ €7riPalv€iv cVt 
XfipOTOviif. rj tktiv SKXms otKO- 
vofjtUus iKKkriciaaTiKais. 

^\aTTOfi€Vov B€ Tov irpoyt- 
ypafificvov irtpi t&v dioucficefnv 



Qui sunt ultra dicecesin 
episcopi, nequaquam ad 
ecclesias, qtus sunt extra 
prafixos sibi terminos, ac- 
cedant, nee eas hac prc' 
sumptioneconfundant: sed, 
juxta canones, Alexandrinns 
Antistes, quae sunt m ^- 
gypto, regal solummodo : et 
Orientis episcopi Orientem 
tan turn gubement^ servatis 
privilegiis, quae Nicaenis 
canonibus ecclesiae Antio- 
cbenae tributa sunt. Asianae 
quoque diceceseos episcopi 
ea solum, quae sunt in Asiana 
dicecesi dispensent. Nec- 
non, et Ponti episcopi ea 
tantum, quae sunt in Ponto, 
et Thraciamm, quae in 
Thraciis sunt, gubernent. 
Non vocati autem episcopi 
ultra suam dicscesin non 
aocedant propter ordina- 
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Kav6vos, MrfKop a>s to, icaff 
iKoarriv inapxiav 17 rrjs hrap- 
XMS avvobos dtOiie^(r€t Kara ra 
ev^LKaiqt apiafAeva, ras Bt 4v 
Tois fiapfiapiKois tBvffri rov 
©€o€ cKKkriaiaSf olKOvop^iaBcu 
Xpr) KOTCL rrfv Kparfiaaa-av arvv- 
rjBfiav Twv narepcav. 



tiones faciendas, vel prop- 
ter alias dispensaiiones ec- 
cUsiasticas. 

Servaia vero quae scripta 
est de Dicecesibus re- 
^u]a, manifestuin est^ quod 
ilia, quae sunt, per unam^ 
quamque provinciam, ipsius 
provinciaB synod us dispen- 
set, sicut Nicaeno constat 
decretuDQ esse concilio. 
Ecclesias autem Dei in 
barbaricis genlibus con- 
stitutas gubemari conve- 
nit juxta consuetudinem, 
quae est a patribus obser- 
vata. 



Canon III, 



Tbv pAv rot ILfovuravTivov- 
ir6K€(os iiricKonov €Xfiv ra 
7rp€(rp€La lijs riprjs p,eTa rbv 
rrfs 'Pa)p.rjs cViVkottoi', dto t6 
€ivai avrriv veav *Pa>pTjv, 



Veruntamen Constanti- 
nopolitanus episcopus ba- 
beat honoris privilegia post 
Romanum episcopum ; prop- 
terea quod urbs ipsa sit 
junior Roma. 



Canon VL 



. , . £1 Ttvcs p>T)r€ alperiKoif 
pffve oKoip&vrfToi rfcv, /i^rc 
KOT^yvwrpAvoi eirl ruri ifKrjp,' 
p^Xrip^aii Xcyoicv be c^wv rtpa 
eKKkija-iaoTiKfiv Karh. rov «rt- 

(TK&HPOV KOTJJiyOp'uUf TOVTOVS 

K(\€V€i fj dyia avvobos wpayrop 
fiiv iiri tS>v rrjs hrapxyis irdv-* 
TCDV €7ri(rK6voi>v ivi(Traa'6ai ras 
KOTTfyopiasy Koi eir avr&v cXey- 
3(€*y T^ fyKkr^fiara Toy iv 



. . , Si nonnulli nee baeretici 
nee excomuiunicati fuerint, 
nee prius damnati, vel ali- 
quorum enminum aeeusati, 
dieant autem se habere ee- 
clesiasticas aliquas adversus 
episcopum criminationes, 
eos jubet sancta synodus 
primum quidem apud Pro- 
vincuB episcopos acctisa- 
Honem inleuaere, et apud 
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amoir rtalv rn't(rie($frov. tl dc 
avfifiaiff dBvparrjaai roi/s eirap- 
Xi^as nphs bi6pBw<nv rStv 
eirul)€pofi€vtov ryKkrifiartov r^ 
riri(rie($7ra>, t6t€ ovtovs npoc- 
i€vat fiei^ovi avv6b<i^ r&v rfjs 
bunKrja-cws cKeivrfs hruTK6fjT(av 
vn€p Trjs aiTias ravrrfs crvy- 
KoKoiviUv&v , . . €t 5c ris Kora- 
ppovfiaas r&v Karh rh irpobri- 
XwBevra SeboyfjLCP&v, roXfirf' 
(Tcicy ff ^atriKiKhs cvo^^ciy 

dlCOaSi 4 KOfTfUK&V dpX^VTCDV 

diKaoTrjpia^ ^ ohcovfieviic^v avv' 
odov rapcura'dp, navras drt- 
lidtras Tovs r^ff bioiKr)<rf<os 
€fna'K6firoivs' rhv roiovrov r6 
napdnay els KaTrjyopiap firj el- 
vat dficrhv, as KaBvfipLO'avra 
TOVS Kavdvasy Koi ttjv cVicXi;- 
auurriKrfp Xvfijjvdfiepov cvra- 
$iap. 



eos probare crimiiiaepiscopo 
objects. Quod si eveneiit 
ut Provinciales episcopi cri- 
inina quae epihcopo iutei)" 
tat a sunt, corrigere non pos- 
sintj tunc ipsos accedere ad 
major em synodum Dioscesis 
illius episcoporum pro hac 
causa convocatorum ... Si 
quis auteni iis, quae (ut prius 
declaratuiD est) decreta fue- 
ruut^ coiitemptis, ausus fue- 
lit vel imperatoris uures 
molestili afficere, vel ssecu- 
larium principum judicia, 
vel univei'salem synodum 
perturbare neglectis Diace- 
sis episcopis, eum nullo 
modo esse ad accusation em 
admittendum ut qui canoni- 
bus injuriam fecerit et eccle- 
siasticum ordinem everterit. 



Cancilii Ephesini Universalis Canon VIII. 



Upayfui naph tovs fKicktio'i- 
aoTiKovs Bftrpjovs kcu tovs kq- 
p6vas T&p dyi&p naTepap kcupo- 
Tofiovufvov Ka\ TrjsvdpToiV eXcv- 
Bfpias d7rT6fjL€VOP,irpoa7iyy€iK€P 
6 B€o<l)iK€(rraros avpeiria'Korros 
'ifrfyivoSf Kal oi ovp avr^ Beo- 
<^iXe(rraroi eirltrKOTroi Trjs Kv- 
TTpmp iirapxias ZT}pa>p Kal £v- 
aypws' 6B€P, cVcid^ Th Kowd 
TToBrf fjktiCopos dflrai Trjs Bepa- 
nfiaSi m Kal fKi(opa t^p 0Xa- 
/Sijv <f>fpopTaf Koi ftdXiora cc 
fujdc tBos dpxatop vapriKO' 



Rem prseter leges ecclesi- 
asiicas et sanctorum pairum 
canones innovatam, et om- 
nium libertatem attingeu- 
tern, renunciavit nobis im- 
primis plus episcopus Regi- 
nus, et qui cum eo sunt, 
Cypriorum provincise reli- 
giosissimi episcopi, Zeno et 
Evagrius. Quamobrem quo- 
niam comumnes morbi ma- 
jori medicina opus babent, 
ut qui majus eliam damnum 
aberrant, et maxime si ne- 
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XovSrjcrtVf &ar€ rhv iwicKowoy 
TTJs *AvTu>x€(»>v iroXcox, rits er 
KvTrp^ jroifio'dai x^'-P^^^v^"^^* 
KoBa bia T&v Xt/3cXX«»i/ leai r£v 
olKet<av <^(av&» (biba^av ol cv- 
Xa/SeoToroi &vbp€S ol t^v npocT' 
obop rj dyiq avv6B<i^ TTOtiycro- 
ftcvoi, ^^v(rt t6 dvemipiaaTov 
Ktu dplaoTov ol T&v dyicov ck- 
KKqa-iav rS>v Kara rrfv ILvnpov 
Trpo€aTS>T€Sf Karh rovs Kca/6vas 
T&v Sai^v waT€p<ov Kal rrjv 
dpxalav owrid€iaVf dt iavr&v 
Ths x€ipOT0viasT&v €v\afi€aTd' 
TCDV eiria'K6n(av notovficvoi, 

T6 dc avrb koj, inl t&v SKKav 
dtoiic^(r€o)y Kal t&v dnavTaxov 
iwapx^^v irapa(\>v\axOr)(T€Tai* 
&(TT€ fitjbeva T&v dfo(f>CKt(TTa- 
Twv enia-KOTrav eirapxiav mpav 
ovK oZaav avoaOfv Koi i^apxrjs 
V7r6 TTfV auTOv, rjyovv t&v irp6 
avTov, x^^P^ KaToKapfiavtiv, 
oXX' €i Kal Tis KaT€ka^ Ka\ 
v(f>* iavT^ ireiroirfTai /Stao-ofie- 
voSf Tavnjv aTrobidovar iva prf 
T&v naTeptiv ol Kavdves napa- 
^alvfovTOt, ftf/de €V Upovpyias 
irpofrxflp^Tiy efovciW Tv(f)os 
KOCfUKTJs 7rap€urbvrjTaii pribi 
\aBa>p€V TTjV ik€vB€p[av Kara 
fUKp6v d7ro\€a'avT€5f ^v ^piv 
ibmpria'aTO r^ Ibitf c&pari 6 
Kvpios rif£&v 'Ii/o-ovff Xpiarbs, 6 
irdvToiv dv6p&ir«iV€\€v6€p&Tris, 

"Ebofif Toivw Ty dyiq Toi/Tji 
Koi olKovpfvtiefi ow6bij^f c&Ce- 
adai iKdoTjj ^opX^V KoBapd 
kq\ dfiiatrra rd, airrj npoo'dvTa 



queantiquaconsuetudo con- 
secuta est^ ut Antiochense 
civitaiis episcopus in Cypro 
ordiiiationes facial, quemad- 
modum libellis et propriis 
vocibus DOS docuerunt viri 
religiosissimi, qui ad sane- 
tarn synodum accesserant: 
iis qui sacris Cypri ecclesiis 
praesunr, fraudi ac probro 
non erit, nee ulla vis aut 
impedimentum eis afieretur, 
si secundum sanctorum pa- 
trum caDones et antiquatn 
consueludinem, per se reli- 
giosissimorum episcoporum 
eleetiones faciant. 

Idem autem el in aliis 
diascesibus et qua sunt ubi- 
que provinciis servabitur; 
ut nullus episcopot'um re- 
ligiosissimorum provinciam 
aciam, qua non multis retro 
annLs, et ab initio, sub sua, 
hoc estfSub eorum,qui ilium 
pracesserunt, manu fuerit, 
invadal. Sed el si quis 
invaserit, et sibi ver vim 
submiserit, earn readat : ne 
sanctorum patrum canones 
transiliantur, nee sub sa^ 
cerdotalis munerisprcstextu 
secularis potestatis fastus 
subeat, nee liber tatem pau' 
latim impriulentes amitta^ 
mus, quam nobis proprio 
sanguine dedit Dominus 
Jesus Christus, omnium 
hominum liberator. 
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diKcua i^pxTJs SamBtv^ Korii 
t6 irakai Kparrj(rav ^Bot' Sbtiav 
^xovros iKaoTOV fujTpojroKlrov 
tA 4<ro rSiv ireirpayiiivdnv irpbs 
rh olKeiov daK^akis €lcXa^€ty. ft 

dc TIS fi^XPfJAVOV TVTTOV Tols VVV 

tapiofievois irpoKOfiicoi, &Kupov 
TovTOP €ipai (8o^€Trj 6.yi^ ravrj] 



Sanctse ergo et universal! 
sjDodo visum est, ut unicui- 
que provincise pura et in- 
violata serveiitur, quae ab 
initio et niultis retro annis 
habet, secundum consuetu- 
dinem quae jam olim servata 
est : potestatem habeiite 
unoquoque metropolitano, 
actorum exemplaria ad suam 
securitatem accipere. Si 
quis autem constitutionem 
aliquam, iis quae nunc defi- 
nita sunt repugnantem at- 
tulerit, e«m quoque esse ir- 
riiam visum est toti sanciae 
et universal! synodo. 

Chalcedonensis Concilii Universalis, Canon IX, 

Si clericus habet causam 
ad versus episcopum propri- 
um, vel ad versus alterum, 
apud synodum Pro vine ia 
judicetur. Quod si ad ver- 
sus ejusdem Provinciae me- 
tropolitan um episcopus vel 
clericus hsbet querelam, 
petal Primatem Diceceseos 
aut sedem regia urbis Con- 
stantinopolitana et apud 
ipsum judicetur. 

Canon XXVIIL 



. . . Et KKrjpiKos TTpaypua tx'^i 
TTpbs rhv Xbiov MaKtmov fj 
irp6s €T€pov, irapa rfj avv68<o 
rrjs cirapxias biKaC^a-Boa, €i dc 
TTphs r6p rfjs avrris arapxias 
lUffTpfmokiTqv^ ario'icorros, fj 
KKrjpiKbs dpxf>i(rPrjToir], Kara- 
\afiPaP€TCi) fj t6p t^apxov Tij? 
bioi.Kr}(T€<as i) rov rris jSatrt- 

Bpdvovy /cat in avT^ diKa- 



TlavTaxov rois tS>v dyicav 
iraTcpcav opois iiF6p.tvoiy kcu rhv 
dpTioas dvayvcaa-Oevra Kav6va 
tS>v €Kcerhv irfVTr\K0VTa $€0<f)i' 



Sanctorum patrum decreta 
ubique sequentes, et cano- 
nem, qui nuper lecius est, 
[canonem tertium Constant 
tinopolitanum] centum et 
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ax'dipr^v cttI tov rrjs tvcre- 
fiovs fivfjfiris /xcyciXov Scodo- 
ariov TOV ycvoiicvov fiaa'iK€«is 
fv r§ ^aaikldi JSjoDV<TTca>Ti' 
vovTrAri vca 'PcDfiff ywaptfov- 
T€S, rh avra Koi fifiets SpiCofUv 
T€ Koi ylni(f>tC6fi(3a irtpl r&v 
wp€a'fi€i(ap TTJs dyuardTrfs €K- 
KKt)(rias Trjs avrrjs Kcavarcarri- 
voxmSKcois v€as *Pa)fiT]s. Koi yap 
ry Bpovfj^ TTis np€afivT€pas 
*Fa>fjLr]Sy 8ia t6 fiao'CKevtiv rffv 
nSKiv €K€ijn]v, oi iraT4p€s flK6rr<as 
airodcdcb/cao-t ra Trpcafieia' Koi 

r^ aVT^ fTKOTT^ KlVOVfJL€V0l ol 

iKarhvircvTTjKOVTa ^fcx^iXecrra- 
T04 inio'Ktmoi, ra Itra Trpttrfieia 
mrivtifiav r<^ r^r v€as 'Fa>firjs 
dyuorar^ Bp6vcOy evKSyas Kpi^ 
vavr€Sy Trjv Paaikeiq koi crvy- 
«rX^a> TifjLrjBela'ap ttoXiv, koi 
rSiv i(ra)v dirokavavfrav 7r/>6- 
crfitUov rfj irpta-fivripq. Patri^ 
Xi8t *Poi>fir}, Koi iv Tols iKKkrj- 
ciaaTiKois a>f iKcivrjv fi€ycLKvv€' 
ar$(u YrpayfUKTt, btvrtpav fier 
€K€lvriv xmapx^va-av. 

Kcu &<rr€ tovs trji Hovtu^s 
Koi rris 'Acriav^ff kcll t^s ©/>?- 
Kun^s SioiKria€oi>s infrpofiroKiras 
fiovovs, h-i bf Koi rovs tv rols 
^apfiapiKoh eirio-K&irovs r5>v 
vpO€ipt]fjJvcovBiotKria€Ci)v x^P®"* 
rop€iaScu jmh tov 7rpo€iprffA€Vov 
dyuyrarov Bpovov Trjs kotci 
KcDPoraPTivovTrokip dyKaTarrfs 
iKKkija-ias' drjXaBfi cKaoTov fii;- 
TpojroKirov twp vpo^^y^tpiup 



quinquaginta Dei amantissi- 
inorum episcopoium agnos- 
centes, eadem quoque et nos 
decernimus et statuimus de 
privilegiis sanctissiiDSB ec- 
clesiae Constatitinopolis uo- 
V8B Roinuj. Etenim antiquis 
Roma throno, quodurbs ilia 
imperaret, jure patres pri- 
vilegia tribuerunL Et ea- 
dem consideratio7ie moti 
centum quinquaginta Dei 
amantissimi episcopi sane- 
tissimo nov(B Roma throno, 
equalia privilegia tribue- 
runty recte judicantes, ur- 
bem, qua et imperio et se- 
natu honorata sit et aqua- 
libus cum antiquissima re- 
gina Roma privilegiis frua- 
tur, etiam in rebus ecclesi- 
astic is non secus ac ilia 
extolli ac magnijleri, secun- 
dam post illam existentem, 
Ut et Ponticse, et AsiansB 
et Thraciae Dioecesis metro- 
politani soli, praelerea et 
episcopi preedictarum Dioe- 
cesiuu), quae sunt inter bar- 
baros, a praedicto throno 
sanctissimse Constantinopo- 
litansB ecclesisB ordinentur : 
unoquoque scilicet praedic- 
tarumDicBcesium metropoli- 
tano^unacum provinciae epi- 
scopis, episcopos provinciae 
ordinaute, queuadmodum 
divinis canonibus est tra- 
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ditum. Ordinari autem, sic- 
ut dictum est, preediciarum 
Dioecesium metropolitanos 
a CoDstantinopolitano archi- 
episcopo, convenientibus de 
more factis electionibus, et 
ad ipsum relatis. 



dioiKfjO'tcDV fiera r&p ttjs etrap" 
Xias eirKrK^jTWP x'^H^^^^^''^^ 
Tovs Trjs inapxMi tTrurKSTrovSf 
icaBoas rots Btiois Kav6(n dti/yc^- 
p€VTaf x^^P^oima-Bai Be, koB- 
m ftpffTCUf Tovs fArfTpoTToXiras 

TOV irpO€lprifJL€VO)V blOtltqa'€«iV 

irapa rov KfiDvaravrtvovn-dXcoDff 
opxieTrurKdiroVf ^<f>ia'fi6TO)v 
avpxl)a>vci)v Karh r6 tBos ytvo- 
fi€vmv, Koi cV aMv oyo^c- 
pofi(va>p. 

From hence it appears. 

That the Canous of the (Ecumenical Councils, forbid 
the Bishops of one " Diocese," to intermeddle with the 
Churches of another " Diocese." Now we know that the 
" Dioceses" here referred to were civil divisions of the 
Roman Empire, made up of several " Provinces," and 
that there were thirteen of these '* Dioceses," viz. Italy, 
Egypt, the East, (i. e. the country round Antioch,) 
Asia, Pontus, Thrace, Macedonia, Dacia, lUyricum, 
Africa, Spain, Gaul, Britain ; five of which are named in 
the second Canon of the Council of Constantinople. 

From hence it follows. 

That the chief Bishop of the " Diocese" of Italy is 
forbidden by the Canons of the Universal Church to 
interfere with the chief Bishops of the " Dioceses" of 
Gaul and Britain. 

Further it appears, from the testimony of the second 
and fourth (Ecumenical Councils, that the Sees of Rome 
and Constantinople held the first and second places, 
because Rome and Constantinople were the most power^ 
ful cities. 

Would it not follow from hence, that in the West, the 
Primates of France and England ought now to hold the 
rank of the two first Bishops in the Church P 
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B,page 61. 

Extract from the Letter of S, Gregory the Great to 
John, Patriarch of Constantinople, on his assuming 
the title of Universal Bishop. 

" Consider, I pray you, that hy this rash presumption, 
the peace of the whole Church is disfuroed, and the 
grace poured out upon all in common, contradicted. 
And in this indeed you yourself will be able to increase 
just so much as you purpose in your own mind; and 
become so much the greater, as you restrain yourself 
from usui*ping a proud and foolish name. And you 
profit in the degree, that you do not study to arrogate to 
yourself by derogating from your brethren. Therefore, 
most dear Brother, with all your heart love humility, by 
which the harmony of all the brethren and the unity of 
the holy universal Church may be preserved. Surely 
the Apostle Paul hearing some say, I am of Paul, I of 
ApoUos, I of Cephas, exclaimed in exceeding horror at 
the rending of the Lord's Body (by which His members 
attached themselves, as it were, to other heads) saying, 
" Was Paul crucified for you, or were ye baptized in the 
name of Paul ?" If he then rejected the members ol 
the Lord's Body being subjected as it were to certain 
heads besides Christ, and that even to Apostles them- 
selves, as leaders of parts; what will you say to Christ, 
who is, you know, the Head of the Universal Church, 
in the examination of the last judgment; you who 
endeavour to subject to yourself under the name Uni' 
versal, all his members? Who, 1 say, is set forth in 
this perverse name for imitation, but He who despised 
the legions of Angels, joined as companions to Himself, 
and endeavoured to rise to a height unapproached by all, 
that He might seem to be subject to none, and be alone 
superior to all ? Who also said, " I will ascend into 
heaven, I will exalt my throne above the stars of God : 
I will sit also upon the mount of the congregation 
on the sides of the north. I will ascend above the 
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height of the clouds; I will he like the Most High." 
For what are all your hrethren, the Bishops of the 
Universal Church, hut the stars of heaven ? whose life 
and language together shine amid the sins and errors of 
men as among the shades of night. And while you seek 
to set yourself over these by a proud term, and to tread 
under foot their name in comparison with your oum, 
what else do you say, but " I will ascend unto the 
heaven ; I will exalt my throne above the stais of God ? 
Are not all the Bishops clouds, who rain down the words 
of their preaching, and shine with the light of good 
works ? And while your brotherhood despises them, and 
endeavours to pnt them under you, what else do you 
say hut this, which is said by the old enemy, "I will 
ascend above the height of the clouds ?" And when 
I see all these things with sorrow, and fear the secret 
judgments of God, my tears increase, my heart contains 
not my groans, that that most holy man the Lord John, 
of such abstinence and humility, reduced hy the per- 
suasion of those about him, hath proceeded to such 
pride, thai in longing after a perverse name, he endeavours 
to he like him who, desiring in his pride to he as God, 
lost even the grace of thai likeness to God which had 
heen given him, and so forfeited true blessedness, because 
he sought false glory. Surely Peter, the first of the 
Apostles, is a member of the Holy Universal Church; 
Paul, Andrew, John, what else are they but the heads 
of particular communities P and yet all are members 
under one Head. And to comprehend all in one brief 
expression, the saints before the law, the saints under 
the law, the saints under grace, all these making up the 
Body of the Lord, are disposed among members of 
the Church, and no one ever wished to be called 
Universal. Let then your Holiness acknowledge how 
great is your pride, who seek to be called by that name, 
by which no one has presumed to be called who was 
really holy." Epist. S. Greg. lib. 6. Ep. 18. p. 742. See 
also Ep. 20. p. 767. ed. Bened. 1705. 
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C, page 50. 

Dr, Hammond argues, that no evidence of St, Peter s 
Supremacy can be draumjrom St, Matt. xvi. 16 — 19. 
for the following reasons, 

" First; That these words here set down by St. Matthew 
are not the insiiuments of Christ's conveyance, the 
words of His commission, but those others, (John xx. 21.) 
"As my Father hath sent Me, so send I you;" upon 
which words it is added, " He breathed on them, and 
said. Receive the Holy Ghost: whose sins ye remit, ihey 
are remitted." And these, as also those, (Matt, xviii. 19.) 
which are a repetition much to the same purpose, ai*e 
delivered in common, and equally to all and every of 
the eleven Apostles, as is evident by the plural style 
throughout that commission. 

Secondly ; The words. Matt, xvi., are only a promise in 
the future what Christ will afterwards do, and so the 
donation there set down only by way of anticipation : 
and if the making ihis promise to hnn peculiarly seem 
10 make any thing for him, then the repeiition of that 
promise, which is made to ail the Apostles indefinitely, 
will take off that appearance, where it is Dico vobis : 
Qusecunque alligaveiitis, &c. ; " I say unto you,*' to all 
of them equally, and without any peculiariiy of restriction, 
•* Whatsoever ye shall bind', &c.** 

The applying the words particularly to St. Peter hath 
one special energy in it, and concludes that the eccle- 
siastical power of economy or stewardship in Christ's 
house, ot which the keys are the token, belongs to single 
persons, such as St. Peier was, and not only to consisiories 
or assemblies, that whatsoever St. Peter acted by virtue 
of Christ's power thus promised, he should be fully able 
to act himself, without the conjunction of any oiher; and 
that what he thus did clave nan errante, no one or 
more men on earth could rescind without him; which is 
a just ground for placing the power ecclesiastical in 
single persons, and not in communities; in the prelate of 
• Matt, xxviii. 18. 
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each Church, and not in the preshytery. But still this 
is no confining of this power to St. Peter any more than 
to any other single Apostle, who had this power as dis- 
tinctly promised to each of them, as here St. Peter is 
pretended and acknowledged to have; to which purpose 
as the words of Scripture are most clear, (and accordingly 
the promise is again made of twelve thrones, for each 
Apostle to sit on one, to judge, i. e. to rule or preside in 
the Church ; and when that promise was finally perfoimed 
in the descent of the Spirit, the fire that represented 
that Spirit was divided and " sat upon every one of them," 
without any peculiar mark allowed to St. Peter, and they 
were all filled with the Holy Ghost, and so this pro- 
mise equally performed as it was made to all:) so is 
this exactly the notion which the ancient Fathers 
of the Church appear to have had of them. Thus 
Theophylact^ according to St. Chrysostom's sense, 
" Though the words, ' 1 will give thee,* were delivered 
to St. Peter alone, yet the power hath heen conferred on 
all the Apostles." 

St. Cyprian hath an eminent place to this purpose*. 
" Christ, meaning to set down the way of ordering His 
Church, saith unto Peter, ' I will give thee the keys.* 
From this promise of His, the ordination of Bishops and 
course of the Church hath continued hy all successions 
and vicissitudes, so that the Chtu'ch is huilt upon Bishops, 
(super episcopos,) and every ecclesiastic act is governed 
hy them.** 

So St Ambrose^: " All we Bishops (sacer dotes) have 
in St. Peter received those keys of the kingdom of 
heaven.** 

And accordingly St. Athanasius mentions the office of 
Bishop as one of those things which Christ effigiaied or 
formed [rerviraKt'] in or by the Apostles*. And S. Basil 

» Theoph. in Matt. xvi. ]8. p. 94. Lutet. 1631. 

e S. Cyp. Ep. 33. in init. 

^ S. Amh. Supposit. de Dign. Sacerd. cap. 1. torn. 2. p. 368. Ed. 
Bened. 1C90. It is more probable that this treatise was written by 
S. Sylvester than by S. Ambrose. 

' S. Athanas. Epist. ad Dracont, cap. 3. torn. i. 
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the Great ^ calls episcopacy Trpo^bplav t&v 'AttootAwv, the 
presidency of the Apostles, the very same that Christ 
bestowed upon all. and not only on one of them. 

By all which it is evident again, that the power which 
Christ's commission instated on St. Peter, was in like 
manner entrusted to every other single Apostle as well 
as to him, and consequently that this of Universal 
Pastor was no personal privilege or peculiarity of 
St. Peter's. 

Thirdly; that argument which is taken by learned 
Romanists from the name of Peter, ncrpos, " a rock," or 
"foundation-stone,** bestowed on him by Christ, as if 
that were sufficient to found this pretended Supremacy, is 
presently evacuated, and retorted on the pretenders when 
it is remembered, 1. that trcrpos and nerpa, (directly the 
same,) signifies vulgarly '* a stone," and of itself signifies 
no more; but by the context being applied to a building, 
must needs signify a foundation-stone; and then, 2. that 
all the twelve Apostles are in like manner, and not he 
only or above any other, styled ** fundamenta duodecim," 
twelve foundations, each of which stones s^ having the 
name of an Apostle on it, in respect of the power and 
dignity that belonged to every one, is severcdly compared 
to a precious stone ; and it being there in vision apparent, 
that the wall of the city, i. e. of the Church, being measured 
exactly, was foimd to be an hundred and forty-four, 
i, e. twelve times twelve cubits, it is evident that that 
mensuration assigns an equal proportion, whether of 
power or province, to all and every of the Apostles, which 
is again a prejudice to the Universal Pastorship of any 
one of them V* 

^ S. Basil. Epist. 197. (al. 66.) Ambrosio. The Benedictine 
Editors have adopted the reading Ka049pay, on the authority of 
three ancient copies, in the place of trpotHplav, The argument is 
the same; for S. Basil thus declares that every Bishop occupies 
the chair of the Apostles. Op. torn. 3. p. 283. Parisiis, 1730. 

' Apoc. zxi. 14. 

^ Hammond on Schism, chap. 4. vol. ii. p. 242. Oxf. 1849. 
6 
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D, page 53. 

A Table of the early Popes, and the Letters ascribed 
to them. 













Col. in 


No. 


Name of the 


A.D. 




"Whether forged 


Labbeand 




Pope. 




to each. 


or genuine. 


Cossart 


1 


St. Peter 


43 


2 Epistles 


Genuine 


Bible 


2 


Linus 


67 


None 






3 


Cletus 


78 


None 




TOI. i. 








r 2 to Cor. 


Genuine 


123 


4 


Clement I. 


91 


] 6 to St. Jas. 
[and others. 


^ Forged 


82 


6 


Anacletus 


101 


3 Epistles 


Forged 


612 


6 


Evaristus 


110 


2 EpiHtles 


Forged 


633 


7 


Alexander I. 


119 


3 Epistles 


Forged 


642 


8 


SixtuR I. 


130 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


664 


9 


Telesphorus 


140 


1 EpiAtle 


Forged 


669 


10 


Hyginus 


162 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


666 


11 


Pius I. 


166 


4 Epistles 


Forged 


679 


12 


Anicetus 


166 


I Epistle 


Forged 


680 


13 


Soter 


173 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


684 


14 


Eleutherus 


177 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


688 


16 


Victor I. 


192 


4 Epistles 


Forged 


692 


16 


Zephyrinos 
Callistus I. 


201 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


603 


17 


219 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


609 


18 


Urban I. 


224 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


618 


19 


PoQtianus 


231 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


623 


20 


Anierus 


236 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


629 


21 


Fabian 


236 


3 Epistles 


Forged 


640 


22 


Cornelias 


261 


6 Epistles 


5 3 Forged 
J 3 Genuine 


668 


23 


Locias 


263 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


721 


24 


Stephen I. 


266 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


729 


26 


Sixtus 11. 


267 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


820 


26 


Dionysius 


268 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


827 


27 


Felix I. 


270 


3 Epistles 


Forged 


904 


28 


Eutychian 


276 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


914 


29 


CaiuB 


283 


L Episde 


Forged 


926 


30 


Marcellinus 


296 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


932 


31 


Macellus I. 


304 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


948 


32 


Eusebius 


309 


3 Epistles 


Forged 


1381 


33 


Melchiades 


31 J 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


1396 
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34 


Sylvester I. 


314 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


35 


Marcus 


336 


1 Epistle 


Forged 


36 


Julias 


336 


4 Epistles 


f 2 Forged 
\ 2 Genuine 


37 


Liberius 


362 


16 EpisUes 


J 6 Forged 
( 10 Genuine 




Felix II. 


366 


2 Epistles 


Forged 


38 


Damasus I. 


367 


10 Epistles 


S 6 Forged 
/ 6 Genuine 


39 


Siricius 


386 


6 Epistles 


S 2 Forged 
5 2 Genuine 


40 


Anastasius 


398 


3 Epistles 


S 2 Forged 
} 1 Genuine 



83 

Vol. ii. 

68 
470 

476 

744 

844 



1017 
1191 



The names of the Popes and their dates are taken 
from Labbe and Cossart, (Paris, 1672,) where the 
letters may be seen at length. They admit that almost all 
those we call forgeries are really forgeries. They name 
the following as making a like admission; Baronius, 
Bellarmine, Perron, Petavius, De Marca, and others. 
Dupin agrees with us in all that we have marked as 
forgeries, with one exception*. 

These epistles are not merely letters, but Decretal 
Letters, i. e. having the weight and authority of a decree. 
Their purpose is fairly stated by Binius, Canon of 
Cologne, one of the last learned men of the Church of 
Rome, who made a vigorous effort ahout A.D. 1608, to 
defend their authenticity, when all others were giving them 
up as hopeless. He says: "Most of those letters of 
the Popes were written about the Primacy of Peter; the 
dominion of the Roman Church; the ordination of 
Bishops; that priests are not to be injured, nor accused, 
nor deposed; about appeals being made to the Apostolic 
See," This is a fair statement, agreeing with that of 
Fleury, given above; and it was under the shadow of 
these forgeries that the Papal Supremacy grew up. The 
forgeries are now exposed and avowed, but the doctrines 

• Hist of Eooles. Writen, vol. i. p. 682. ed. 1723. 
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aud practices established by them remain. If those who 
have avowed the forgery would go on to renounce the 
doctrines and practices built upon them, there might be 
hope once more to the divided branches of Christ's 
Church of that unity, which did exist for at least 600 
years, and for which the Church ceases not continually 
to pray^ 

^ See The Catholic Layman, toI. 2. p. 137. Dublio, 1863. 



THE END. 



BAXTER, PfilNTEB, OXFORD. 



